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LONDON, FEBRUARY 9, 1867. 
> -- 

AN ACTION was tried last week, in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, Ireland, before the Lord Chief Justice, in which 
a trader recovered a sum of £150 from a solicitor, Mr. 
McGovern, residing in Dublin, who is agent there for 
Stubb’s Weekly Gazette, published in London, for having 
inserted a statement that a certain judgment had been 
obtained against him by default. It appeared that no 
such judgment had been obtained against the plaintiff. 
His Lordship remarked that the Court would not pro- 
nounce any opinion on the abstract question as to the 
legality of the “ Black List.” 

















THE WINDING-UP BUSINESS in the Court of Chancery is 
increasing so rapidly that it is stopping the way. Yes- 
terday morning, at the conclusion of the judgment in 
Grump v. Lambert, Mr. Jessel, Q.C., informed Lord 
Romilly that his clients would appeal; and added that, 
unfortunately, the Court of Appeal was in such a state 
asregarded the appeal business, owing to the nume- 
rous applications under the Winding-up Acts, that 
when an appeal could be heard it was hard to say. His 
Lordship remarked that the winding-up business in his 
own court was such that it was rendering the general 
business difficult of access. It has long been suggested 
in legal circles that a new vice-chancellor should be ap- 
pointed to take special cognisance of winding-up matters. 
We trust, however, that no such “ tinkering ’”’ will be al- 
lowed to furnish a pretext for refusing a more thorough 
reform. 





THE STATUTORY POWERS of the Court of Chan- 
wery derived under such Acts as the Trustee Act, 
the Trustee Relief Act, the Settled Estates Act, 
and others, ought to be exercised cautiously and 
not without due consideration, and such powers 
ought not to be in any way stretched to meet the 
convenience of suitors or the whim of the judge. We 
have been often struck with the haste in which some of 
the equity judges seem to work through their paper of pe- 
titions, but we were not prepared for Vice-Chancellor Malins’ 
remarks made in the case of Merry’s Settled Estates, 15 
W. R. 307. This wasa petition under the Settled Estates Act 
(19 & 20 Vict. c. 120), praying for power to grant a lease 
for twenty one years, of certain lands which the testator 
had devised to his widow for life, with remainder tot his 
daughter, Mra. Bird, for her life, with remainder to her 
husband for life, with remainder to their children in fee, 
and in default of children living at the death of the sur- 
viving tenant for life, in trust to sell and divide the 
proceeds amongst the brothers and sisters of Mrs. Bird 
living at the death of the surviving tenant for life. 
There were no ehildren of Mr. and Mrs. Bird as yet in esse. 
Two out of three of the surviving brothers and sisters of 
Mrs, Bird opposed the petition, and objected to the pro- 

‘perty being leased for twenty-ove years. 

In dismissing the petition with costs the Vice-Chan- 
eellor was guided by the language of the 17th section of 
the Act, which requires the concurrence of inter alios 
“‘all persons in existence having any beneficial estate or 


“interest under or by virtue of the settlement.” 





The op- 
ponents had, without doubt, a beneficial interest under 
the testator’s will, whereby the property was settled and 
had therefore every rightto oppose. The Vice-Chancellor 
said that upon the evidence, the granting of the lease 
would be extremely beneficial to all parties interested in 
the estate, and it was with reluctance that he refused 
the prayer. “It is,’ said he “much to be regretted 
that the Court has not a discretion vested in it in such 
cases, and it would be well if the terms of the Act under- 
went some revision and modification in this respect.’’ 

The High Court of Parliament itself would most pro- 
bably have refused to pass a bill to effect the object of 
this petition in the face of such opposition, indeed, in 
the days of Estate Acts such was the ordinary practice ; 
but at any rate Parliament has reserved to itself the 
right to deal with those cases in which every person 
concerned does not concur, and the discretion vested in 
the Court of Chancery only arises when all parties who 
could oppose, consent to have the thing done. It may 
be that the Court of Chancery isa tribunal better adapted 
than the Houze of Lords for deciding what proportion 
of opposition shall dis-entitle the petitioners to have 
their prayer granted, and by what scale that proportion 
shall be measured, but it may be reasonably doubted 
whether Parliament could safely depute the powers, as 
exercised in private bill legislation, to a judge of the 
Court of Chancery. 

The sole object of the Settled Estates Act was to save 
the expense of an Act of Parliament in uncontested 
cases; and though, to the parties in the case of Merry’s 
Settled Estates, it is, perhaps, hard that a very beneficial 
prospective arrangement should be upset by what they 
perhaps deisgnate as a factious opposition, we cannot 
on the whole regret that this class of cases should be 
reserved to be decided on by Parliament. That the estate 
may not be rich enough to bear the expense of a private 
Act is a matter for regret, but tle circumstance can 
scarcely form a pretext for coinciding with the opinion 
of the learned Vice-Chancellor—that more discretion 
ought to be vested in the Court in carrying out the 
Settled Estates Act; i. ¢., for overriding the wills of 
testators by arbitary power. 





A COMPLAINT HAS SOMETIMES been made that there 
are too many lawyers in Parliament. Those who urge 
it must be altogether forgetful of the fact that the legal 
M.P.’s, without disparaging others, are, not only as 
shrewd debators and wise counsellors, as a class, as 
any honourable members, but have also special quali- 
fications for the practical purposes of legislation. 

S all events, the present session will need, ac- 
cording to present appearances, all the assistance that 
legal members of Parliament can furnish. Even upon 
the questions pending between Great Britain and America, 
a knowledge of international law will be no disadvantage. 
But upon such matters as the organization of Trades’ 
Unions ; the extension of the Factory Acts; the relaxation 
of the navigation laws of France; the arrangement of 
the affairs of railway companies which are unable to meet 
their engagements; the law of bankruptcy; the consoli- 
dation of the Courts of Probate and Divorce and Ad- 
miralty; the means of disposing with greater dispatch 
and frequency of the increasing business of the superior 
courts of common law and at the assizes; and the rela- 
tions of landlord and tenant in Ireland; practical, and 
not mere theoretical, legal knowledge is absolutely needed. 
And, with reference to these subjects, Her Majesty in her 
speech tells the nation that legislation will be proposed. 
But, in addition, we have already the following notices of 
motion :—For leave to bring in bills to secure uniformity of 
taxation on rateable property; and forthe appointment of a 
selectcom mittee to inquire into the operation of the Limited 
Liability Act. For legislation upon these and a hundred 
kindred subjects, to proceed without a large leaven of legal 
knowledge and experience, would be to legislate in the 
dark ; and it is a great boon to the nation that men in 


15 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Feb. 9, 1867, 











large practice are willing, gratuitously, to lend their valu- 
able aid as legislators. As it is, complaints are not un- 
frequently heard of inconsistent law making; but the 
inextricable confusion into which the country would be 
plunged, if our laws were to be framed, discussed, and 
passed by country gentlemen, merchants, manufacturers, 
and naval and military heroes, without the assistance, so 
to speak, of “experts,” is neither easy to imagine nor 
describe. The words of Apelles to the shoemaker— 
ne sutor ultra crepidam—are capable of an indefinitely 
wide application. 


HENRY THURSTAN HOLLAND, of the Northern Circuit 
and the Inner Temple, has been appointed legal adviser 
to the Colonial Office. The office, which has been created 
by the present Government, precludes the holder from 
practising at'the bar. The salary is £1,200 per annum. 
Mr. Holland was called to the Bar in Michaelmrs Term, 
1861. 


WE ARE INFORMED that amongst the canditates for 
the office of Town Clerk of Leeds, vacant by the decease 
of Mr. Eddison, are the Town Clerk of Liverpool, the 
Town Clerk of Blackburn, Mr. Sanderson, solicitor, War- 
wick, and Mr. Walker, who recently filled the position of 
Town Clerk of Dewsbury. 


Mr. HumpuHRey having retired from the representa- 
tion of this borough, Sir John Burgess Karslake the 
Solicitor-General has offered himself as a candidate. 

The retiring address of Mr. Miller, now M.P. for 
Colchester, and that of Mr. E. K. Karslake, Q.C., one of 
the candidates for the vacant seat, have been issued si- 
multaneously. Mr. Miller, who writesfrom St. Leonards, 
says, in consequence of failing health,'he feels it his pain- 
fal duty to resign into the hands of the electors the im- 
portant trust which for nearly ten years has been re- 
posed in him. He expresses grateful thanks for the 
support he has received during that period, and expresses 
his desire for Mr. Karslake’s return. 


THE Hovse or LorDs will commence hearing appeals 
ou Monday next at eleven o’clock. 


Mr. Fitzjames STEPHEN has published the follow- 
ing skeleton of his argument on the question of martial 
law as applied to the Jamaica prosecutions. 

My propositions, right or wrong, were these: — 

1. The legality of the proceedings depends upon the 
meaning of the Jamaica Acts, 

2. The Jamaica Acts do not define martial law. 

3. The common law prevails in Jamaica except in 80 
far as it is altered by the island legislation. 

4. Therefore we must resort to the common law to as- 
certain the meaning of the expression “ martial law ” in 
the Jamaica Acts. 

5. Martial law may mean. one of two things:— 

(2) It may mean a system of rules enforced by sanc- 
tions of their own which can be substituted for the com- 
mon law by proclamation when anything happens which 
the Government chooses to call rebellion, the common 
law being, for the time, altogether abolished. 

(/) It may mean the exercise of military power for 
the purpose of suppressing armed resistance, such exer- 
cise of power being authorised and limited by the common 
law. 

G. If the first meaning is the true one, those who 
exccute martial law are not responsible for any excess 
which they may commit, except to their own officers, be- 
c2use the common law being suspended, no offence against 
it can be committed. 

If the second meaning is the true one, then those who 
execute martial law are responsible for any excess which 
they may commit, for they are acting as ministers of the 
common law, and in discharge of a duty imposed upon 
them by it, and excess in the discharge of such a duty is 
@ crime, 





$< === 

7. Martial law is legal in England only in the second 
and not in the first sense, and therefore, by Propositions, 
1 to 4, it is legal in Jamaica, also, in the second gengg 
only, and not in the first. 

8. Therefore the proposition that those who put Mr. 
Gordon to death have a right to rely simply on the fagt 
that they acted under martial law without proving before 
a jury that what they did was necessary in fact, involyeg 
the proposition that the Crown may suspend the common 
law at pleasure, and substitute for it a different system, 
called martial law in cases of rebellion. 

9. But, if this be true, the Sovereign is above the law, 
and is able to suspend it when he thinks such a step 
necessary for his own safety ; and this is absurd. 


LorpD CureF JusTICE CocKBURN, who has been suf. 
fering from an attack of bronchitis, which prevented his 
attending to business, was able to resume his seat yester. 
day, at Nisi Prius at Westminster. Thongh much better, 
his Lordship is still suffering from the effects of his 
illness. 


THE FOLLOWING EXTRAORDINARY REPORT appeared 
last week in a daily paper:— 

At the Mansion-house, in the case of Ralph v. Proctor, in 
which a summons, returnable yesterday, had been obtained, 
charging a libel, an intimation was made to the Lord Mayor 
by the solicitor for the prosecution to the effect = 
mutual consent, the hearing would be postponed fora 
or ten days. The Lord Mayor declined to sanction such an 
arrangement, remarking that the summons had been already 
once postponed to suit the convenience of one or other of the 
parties concerned, and that he held a very strong opinion 
as to the conduct of complainants in putting the criminal 
law in motion and then holding it indefinitely over a man's 
head, it might beto screw something out of him, or to extort 
terms from him. It could not be expected that he could 
lend himself to such acourse. Mr. Oke, the chief clerk, 
informed the Bench that the counsel on each side had made 


the arrangement for a postponement, and that without even 


consulting the Court. The solicitor for the prosecution said 
he was ready to proceed with his case, if the Bench wished 
it, but he did not think the defendant was present, as he 
had been given to understand that he would not be wanted 
that day. The defendant was called on his summons, and, 
not answering, the Lord Mayor dismissed it, leaving it to the 
complainant to take out a fresh one if he pleased. 

This is the first time we ever heard of a case being 
dismissed in which the plaintiff (or prosecutor) was ready 
and willing to proceed, because the defendant (!) made 
default; but we hope that there is some mistake in the 
announcement: if it be correct it seems to us to point 
to a monstrous miscarriage of justice. 


WE ARE TOLD THAT there is no foundation for the 
report which has recently appeared in several journals, 
that Mr. Forsyth, Q.C. (who is standing counsel to the 
Council of India), has been appointed standing counsel 
to the Bank of England. 


Is 1s GREATLY TO BE FEARED that very much of that 
abuse of the confidence reposed in their clerks by solicitors 
so unfortunately prevalent just now, may be due to the 
fact that the small remuneration which many gentlemen 
give to those who are entrusted at times with the pay- 
ment and receipt of considerable amounts of money, leaves 
them open to a temptation to commit small peculations, 
to an extent which no one is justified in so presenting 
to those inhisemploy. Far be it from us even to hint 
that the existence of such a temptation can form any 
excuse for the moral delinquency implied in an act of 
theft, but we do think that where, as is so frequently the 
case, important and responsible transactions are en 
to clerks whose whole means of living is comprised in 8 
weekly salary of fifteen or twenty shillings, or even less, 
the employer has very much to answer for if his 
confidence results in the clerk yielding to temptation. 

Two cases have been before the police courts 
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week, the facts of which are noticed in another 
qolumn, in each of which a clerk was entrusted with 
money tomake certain payments, and in both of which 
the clerk appropriated the money of his employers to 
~ his own purposes. Cases of this description are now 


pecooming so frequent that it behoves solicitors, if they 
gnnot afford to employ, at a fair remuneration, clerks 
whose character, position, and antecedents entitle them 
to confidence, at least to abstain from putting in the 
wy of those whom they do employ a temptation 
which poverty makes it hard to resist. 


We ARE requested to state that the Right Hon. The 
lord Chief Justice Bovill will take the chair this year at 
the anniversary festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association, to be held in June next. 





PINERO v. GOODLAKE. 
Acase of libel tried this week in the Court of Exche- 
quer marks the progress. which has been made by news- 
during the last forty years in acquiring a reason- 
able privilege for the publication of matters.of general 
importance. In the case of Duncan v. Thwaites, 3 B. & C. 
556, the Court of Queen’s Bench decided in the year 
1824 that it was no justification of the publication of 
slanderous matter that the publication complained of 
contained a correct report of proceedings which took 
place in the course of a preliminary inquiry before a 
istrate. Lord Tenterden, in that case, said that the 
plea of which the Court had to consider the validity, was 
founded upon the supposition that it was lawful for 
editors of public journals to publish accounts of proceed- 
ings taking place before justices of the peace by way of 
preliminary inquiry, when the proceedings terminated by 
commitment or bail, and before the intended trial could 
take place, provided the proceedings were conducted 
openly, and the accounts were just andtrue. The learned 
lord Chief Justice proceeded to point out “the incon- 
venience and the mischievous tendency of such publica- 
tions,” which had increased, were increasing, and, in his 
opinion, ought to be diminished; and he gave judgment 
against the validity of the plea. In the year 1858 oc- 
curred the case of Lewis v. Levy, 6 W. R. 629, in 
which the same question was considered by Lord Camp- 
bell, sitting in the seat in which Lord Tenterden had sat 
before him. It was decided in that case that the rule, 
that the publication of a fair and correct report of pro- 
ceedings taking place in a court of justice is privileged, 
extends to proceedings taking place publicly before a 
magistrate on the preliminary investigation of a criminal 
charge, terminating in the discharge by the magistrate 
of the party charged. Lord Campbell distinguished the 
two cases by pointing out that in the case before him- 
self the proceedings terminated in the discharge of the 
defendant; whereas, in the case before Lord Tenterden, 
the defendant was held to bail to take his trial before a 
Jury. It is evident, however, that this is not a sound 
distinction, and that it was only taken to avoid the ap- 
pearance of directly overruling a previous decision of the 
same Court. By a process which is in fact legislation, 
although it is supposed to be only declaratory of existipg 
law, the law of libel has been changed to suit the change 
which has taken place in the ideas generally prevalent 
as to the utility of newspapers, 

In the case of Pinero v. Goodlake, tried on Wednesday 
last before Mr. Baron Martin, the plaintiff was a solici- 
tor, and the defendant was the publisher of the Zimes 
hewspaper. The action was for libel contained in 
two reports of proceedings at the Clerkenwell Police 

ré upon the hearing of a summons taken ont 
against Mr. Pinero upon a charge of fraudulently inducing 
person named Fletcher to sign an order upon a savings- 
to withdraw money standing in his name. The 

ease Was adjourned upon the first hearing, and upon the 
fecond hearing was dismissed, 80 that the decision in 
Lewis y, Levy was exactly applicable. Upon the ques- 





tion of privilege being raised, the plaintiff's counsel did 
not dispute the authority or the applicability of Lord 
Campbell’s judgment, and accordingly Mr. Baron Martin 
directed the jury that, if they thought that the alleged 
libels were impartial and substantially correct reports of 
proceedings before the magistrate, they would be privi- 
leged, and the defendant would be entitled to a verdict. 

The substance of the complaint against the report was 
that it gave the speech of the prosecuting counsel and did 
not givethe evidence. The first hearing of the summons was 
on the 23rd November, andit was reported in the Times of 
the next day. The charge, as has been stated, was for 
fraudulently obtaining a signature to a document, and 
this charge was brought forward by counsel in a speech 
of considerable severity. The report proceeded that “the 
complainant supported by his testimony the statement of 
his counsel,” but it gave no part of that testi- 
mony, and if it had given it, a competent reader 
would have discovered that it did not support 
the statement. The substance of the complain- 
ant’s testimony was that he had enjoyed for many 
years a pension from the East India Uompany, 
which had been received for him by Mr. Pinero. In 
August last he had a sum of about £19 in a savings-bank, 
and wished to withdraw the whole or part of it. At his 
request Mr. Pinero brought him a form of order for this 
purpose, which he signed in the presence of the person 
in whose house he lodged. Upon this order Mr. Pinero 
received £19 at the bank, paid the complainant £2, and 
had the balance in his hands. The real complaint, there- 
fore, was that Mr. Pinero had detained this balance from 
August to November; and this detention might have 
been with or without reason, and the complainant might, 
or might not, have made application for the money. The 
complaint was, in fact, civil, whereas it had been made 
in form criminal, and this important discrepancy be- 
tween the speech of counsel and the evidence was 
overlooked by the reporter. Moreover the fact that 
Mr. Pinero had paid £2 of the money to the complainant 
was omitted. The report went on to state that the ma- 
gistrate said that “If Mr. Pinero wished to act honestly . 
he would pay the money;” to which Mr. Pinero an- 
swered that he had offered the money, but it had been 
refused. The case was then remanded to allow a settle- 
ment, and Mr. Pinero was discharged upon his own re- 
cognisances. When the case came on again on 30th of 
November, the money had been paid and the summons 
was discharged. The report in the Zimes next day set 
forth, with unusual particularity, the charge of fraud as 
stated in the summons, and added—* The facts of this 
case were fully reportei1 in the Zimes of Saturday last;” 
whereas that report omitted almost all the material facts. 
The report further stated that, the money having been 
paid, the summons was discharged. 

We venture to say that this was not a fair report. It 
was laid down in Saunders v. Mills, 6 Bing. 213, that a 
statement given as from the mouth of counsel, instead of 
being accompanied or corrected by the evidence, is not 
such a report of the proceedings of a court of justice as a 
newspaper is privileged to publish. We apprehend that 
the reason for this rule is as strong now as it was 
when it was acted upon by Lord Chief Justice 
Tindal; and if it applies to a report of a trial in one of 
the superior courts, it applies still more to a report of a 
proceeding before a magistrate which is preliminary and 
incomplete. If the privilege enjoyed by reports of trials 
in courts of justice is extended to reports of proceedings 
before magistrates, it may reasonably be required that 
that privilege should be cautiously and moderately exer- 
cised. But it really seems as if the reporter of the Times 
had seized upon the occasion to do all the harm he could 
do by his report. Even when complaint was made the 
only notice taken of it was an affirmation in the Times 
“that the report was correct in every material particular.” 
There is no reason to suspect the reporter of any special 
malice against Mr, Pinero, but he may have been actuated 
by a general malice against attorneys. An editor who feels 





326 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


“Feb. 9, 1867 








doubt whether a report is not libellous, will, in general, 
do no harm by suppressing or curtailing it ; but in this in- 
stance there could be no such doubt. The case, however, 
was far from appearing as clear to the jury as we hope to 
have made it to the readers of this article. After an hour's 
deliberation they returned a verdict for the plaintiff, with 
£10 damages, which was evidently a compromise between 
one party in the jury box, which was convinced that the 
reports were libellous, and another party, which remem- 
bered that the plaintiff was an attorney. With acommon 
jury this plaintiff would probably have failed altogether, 
and with a special jury he obtained only moderate success. 
Even if the small amount of damages may be taken to 
indicate that the jury had formed an unfavourable 
estimate of Mr. Pinero’s conduct, the article was not less 
clearly libellous. Supposing it were true that Mr. 
Pinero hail detained this money to the injury of the 
complainant, that is a very different thing from 
fraudulently inducing the complainant to sign an 
order to enable the money to be received. But Mr. 
Pinero would of course say that he detained the 
money because the complainant, being, as in fact he was, 
a person of weak mind, was unfit to be trusted with 
more money than sufficed for his weekly wants. The 
person who caused the summons to be taken out alleged 
that Mr. Pinero had practised upon the weakness of the 
ostensible complainant, and Mr. Pinero retorted by a si- 
milar charge against that person. If such a matter as 
this be discussed at all in a public court, it ought to be 
discussed fully and reported fairly. But Mr. Pinero’s 


case was imperfectly discussed and unfairly reported. 
Allowance should be made for the haste with which 
newspaper reports are necessarily prepared, but justice 
and common sense need not be forgotten even in the 
hurry and excitement of sending the Zimes to press. 





THE WEEKLY NOTES. 

In the original manifesto of the Council of Law Re- 
porting we are told that the Weekly Notes “ will consist 
of short notes of the decisions in the several Courts in 
each week, and will include points of practice. They 
are intended for information to the profession, and not 
for citation as authority.” In publicly announcing the 
restriction they wished to put upon the use of these 
Weekly Notes, the Council did wisely; they foresaw 
that a hurried memorandum, prepared off-hand by a 
reporter who did not really go into the case till 
perhaps months afterwards, would be a dangerous autho- 
rity to act upon; and that it would be very unlike our 
own reports, which, though issued as soon as possible 
after the decisions, are accurate because they are full, 
and reliable because every part of thecase has received 
due consideration.. Every one acquainted with the diffi- 
culties of reporting knows that the last thing the re- 
porter does is to make his marginal note, because, till he 
has thoroughly investigated every part of the case he 
cannot be in a position to abstract thedecision. Now if 
these Weekly Notes are to be cited as authorities they 
should be constructed on this principle; but, so far from 
this being the case, they are the mere general impres- 
sion of the reporter about a case which he does not work 
up till long afterwards. Such being the nature of the 
Wechkly Notes, it is obvious that their province should 
be limited to assisting the practising lawyer by putting 
him on his guard, and indicating sources from which 
he may gather further information; but a mischievous 
practice seems to be springing up of citing them in 
Court, and it is one which we think the judges, looking at 
the professed objects of the council, should discountenance. 

A good instance of the evils we a)lude to occurred in the 
Common Pleason the 26th of January. The case before 
the Court, Woodger v. the Great Western Railway 
Company, was this: 2 commercial traveller had sent his 
box cf samples from Oxford to Liverpool by goods train, 
and a delay of some days occured before it was delivered, 
The defendants, the railway company, had received no 





—— 
notice of the character of the plaintiff; or of his 
and therefore Mr. Justice Lush, at the trial, ruled that he 
could not recover the hotel bill he had run upy 
waiting at Liverpool for his box. The plaintiff obtained 
a rule to increase his verdict by the amount of this 
and cited a case of the Great Western Railway Companyy 
Redmayne, from the Weekly Notes, to establish his : 
There a parcelof ready-made clothes was sent by the plain. 
tiff, a clothier, from Manchester, to his traveller at 
for sale, and it was delayed by the negligence of the raj. 
way company, who had no notice of its contents, After 
waiting two days beyond his usual time at Cardiff, the 
traveller left on his rounds, and the parcel was subse. 
quently forwarded after him instead of a fresh one. The 
county court judge, who tried the action brought by Red. 
mayne for the delay, gave him £16 18s., for the logs of 
profits he would have made if the parcel had arrived 
in time, and his traveller, with his skill and connep. 
tion, had sold the goods at Cardiff; and, agains, 
this decision, the railway company appealed. ' The 
Weekly Notes, published on the 3rd of February lag, 
year, give the following as the decision of the Cour 
of Common Pleas on this appeal: —‘“ The Court held that 
the true measure of damazes was the difference only in 
market value of the goods, independently of any circum. 
stances peculiar to the plaintiff—plus the expenses and 
salary of the traveller during the two days he waited at 
Cardiff.” In the full report of the case, 1 L. BR. 0.P, 
829, published in the following May, there is nothing 
whatever resembling the passage we have italicised; and 
it was upon those words that the plaintiff, in Woodger y, 
The Great Western Railway, relied. As it happened, 
Mr. Digby, who had been engaged in the case, was pte 
sent when it was cited, and at once assured the 
Court that there had been no such decision as repre. 
sented in the Weekly Notes. In this he was confirmed 
by the absence of any such passage in the full ‘report 
subsequently published, and we concluded that the r- 
porter had framed a hasty note, part of which, when he 
subsequently went into the case, he found himself com 
pelled to omit. We have since taken the trouble toas- 
certain from the shorthand-writers notes what really did 
occur in the Great Western Railway Company v. Red- 
mayne, and we find that Mr. Digby’s statement, that 
there was no such decision, is strictly accurate. The 
counsel for the railway expressly repudiated the liability, 
but agreed to allow a sum for the expenses of search, % 
that the point was never argued. After the delivery of 
the judgment, reversing the decision of the county court 
judge as to the special profits, there seems to have been 
@ conversation between the bench and the counsel, in 
which the expenses and salary were mentioned, but the 
judges were careful to give no decision on it; indeed, in 
the course of the case, Chief Justice Erle expressly 
guarded himself by saying—“I should pause before 
saying that a man might continue at a watering-plac 
enjoying the season until his lost goods arrived, and 
charge all that to the railway company.” : 
A conversation in court is not a judgment, and in this 
case the conversation was about a matter which 
been settled by agreement, and but for the represents 
tion in the Weekly Notes, that it amounted to a decision, 
it may well have been that Mr. Woodger would not have 
appealed to the Court in Banco. In drawing attention 
to this case we do not mean to impugn the accuracy of 
the Law Reports, which, on the whole, are fairly dont; 
much less do we mean to find fault with a reporter for 
an error due to the system he works upon; but we 
wish to protest against these Weekly Notes being cited # 
authorities, and to beg our readers, if they use them # 
all, to use them in the way sanctioned by the Council of 
Law Reporting, viz.—* for information as to current 4 
cisions, and not for citation as authority.” If the plait 
tiff in this case had done so, he would have 
from the counsel or attorneys engaged in the case 
apne upon which he relied was never actually d 
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THE BASIS OF RATING. 

The attention of the Legislature ought to be seriously 
directed in the next session of Parliament towards 
“ynending the law relating to poor rates. That law as it 
st present stands, founded on a state of society long 
since passed away, is so full of contradictions and ab- 
mrdities, and co incapable of adapting itself to the pre- 
gat requirements of the nation, that nothing but the 
most sweeping alterations, and the establishment of a 

on a perfectly different basis, will meet the ne- 
casities of the case. 

Poor rates, owing their present existence to the 
gatute of Elizabeth and the subsequent modifying 
satutes, have for their basis the occupation of what is 
technically called a hereditament. Here we encounter 
that distinction between real and personal property, 
which, though not without its uses, has been the parent 
of more intricacies and technical injustices than any 
other portion of our legal system. It will readily be re- 

that statutes passed at a time when personal as 

with real property had hardly an existence, when 
amm of £600,000 supplied the yearly necessities of the 
public purse—statutes patched up here and there by Acts of 
Patliament directed to the remedy of particular evils, and 
nore or less efficacious, but retainiug intact the principles 
on which the original acts were founded, are sure to come 
short of the wants ofthepresent day. We pointed out not 


| long ago* one of the singular anomalies arising in this 


manner; but what is required is not a series of trifling acts 
tomeet each caze of inequality or hardship as it arises, but 
the adoption of a system of rating based on broad and 
intelligible principles. It is impossible to give any in- 
telligible reason (beyond the vis inertia of our institutions) 
why land alone should be burdened with poor rates : still 
legs why one mine should pay while another escapes, or 
why liability or exemption should depend, as in the case 
of underwoods, on the technical meaning of a word. It 
iseasier no doubt to point out deficiencies in the existing 
tate of things than to suggest in a few words a remedy 
that, in order to meet these deficiencies, would probably 
require to be spread over a lengthy Act of Parliament. 
Unable as we have confessed ourselves to see why real 
property, and of that but certain portions, should alone 
berated to the poor, we naturally conclude that poor- 
tas should be levied on all realized property, real 
ot personal, that is to say on “capital,” using 
that word in its widest possible sense, which ob- 
viously would include land and exclude uninvested earn- 
ings. We do not doubt that there would be an outcry, 
that all sorts of objections would be raised to this or any 
other scheme, that we should even be told that this was 
madditional taxation (as if the shifting of a burden 
could be addition), that there are insuperable difficulties 
inthe way, that capital, as for instance in the case of 
tock-in-trade, is shifting; that in short somebody who 
now escapes would have to pay, and would much prefer, 
if possible, to remain exempted. 

To these and other objections we might reply that we 
ate advocating « general principle, on which any parti- 
cular exception may be grafted; that the like difficulties 
atose in the case of income tax and have not been found 
insuperable, and finally that if the principle is right 
ad will work manifest good, it ought to receive attention 
_ it may not be “the perfection of human 

m, 


Our advocacy of such a general scheme of rating does 
not in the least affect our views as to the improvements 
that could be introduced into the rating law as it at pre- 
wnt stands: “omne majus continet in se minus.” If it 
be utopian to expect as yet such a scheme of rating as we 
have suggested, we may still venture to hope that the 
next session will, at least, produce an Act which, though 
not going so far as to alter the basis, may render the 
*per-structure more equal and complete. 

One change we have already dealt with, in advocating 


the rating of incorporeal hereditaments in the article we 
have above referred to. There will still however remain 
many a question which ought to be set at rest by a general 
scheme, but which in default of such a scheme will re- 
quire to be dealt with. Among these the rating of charities 
on the buildings occupied by'them, on which we said a 
few words lately*, must be considered. Again there is 
the utter unreason of rating acoal-mine, while all other 
sorts of mines escape the burden. It might be said that 
it would be hard on existing mines to throw suddenly on 
them an additional charge, which, under the present 
system, might be more than many of them could bear. 
Every change of taxation, whether from a worse to 
a better system, or otherwise, must shift on to some 
one’s shoulders a burden hitherto unknown and per- 
haps unbearable. That is part of the price of all 
improvements, and, if not done recklessly or with 
gross partiality, must be endured for the public 
good. Moreover, it will spring from any change or de- 
velopment in the right direction, however partial, that in 
proportion as the basis of rating is enlarged, the additional 
charge comes hardly to be felt. Better, however, as 
we have already said, if we cannot succeed in obtaining 
a radical change, to accept what improvement may be 
offered us, as an instalment of the complete system that 
must, we would fain hope, some day repiace the present. 
One change alone we deprecate; whatever may be done, 
we trust that no countenance will be given as to the pro- 
posal to abolish local rating altogether, and supply the 
deficiency by Government taxation. 

The hardly less important subject, of the area of rating 
we propose to consider in a future number, 





MASTER AND SERVANT. 

Mr. Edgar and the Social Science Association hare 
settled to their own satisfaction that the law relating to 
contracts between masters and workmen ought to be 
altered, and in this conclusion they may very possibly 
be right, but in their manner of arriving at it they 
would seem to have lost sight of the real necessities of 
the case, and the probable origin of the existing law. 

It will be remembered that the arguments on which 
the proposed alterations in the law are based, turn on 
the fact that a contract entered into by a workman to 
perform any specified work may be enforced by the 
master by a summary proceeding before magistrates, and 
that the punishment to be awarded for the breach of 
that contract is imprisonment; while the remedy the 
workman has against the master who may fail to per- 
form his part of the agreement, is by eivil action only. 
Now the objection made—and not unreasonably made— 
to this condition of the law is that it is unequal; the 
proceeding against the workman being in its nature 
criminal, and having the effect of summarily depriving 
him of his liberty, while the master can only be reached 
by possibly tedious proceedings, and can, after all, only 
suffer to the extent of a money payment. 

To understand the reason of this inequality in the 
law, we must look to the circumstances of the parties 
concerned. On the one side we have the master, who 
may be supposed, at any rate, to be of means, 
and who has an establishment, so that it is altogether 
unlikely that so small a consideration as the damages 
for breach of a contract with one of his workmen would 
materially affect his worldly position; while on the other 
side we see the workman with his small resources, pro- 
bably consisting only of the fruits of his labour and 
some few household effects. Thus the workman is 
morally certain of being paid his damages should he re- 
cover them, the master almost equally certain of losing 
the fruits of his judgment should he bring a civil action. 

Obviously the positions of the two are unequal, and it 
is to rectify this inequality that the existing law has been 
framed. 

Suppose the only remedy a master had against the 





* 11 Sol. Jour, 130, 





* 11 Sol, Jour, 169, 





328 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


Feb. 9, 186%, 








workman were the same as the workman now has 
against him. The defendant being, as we have said, 
presumably unable to pay either damages or costs of the 
necessary action, such damages and costs must be re- 
covered by execution; and if, as would generally be the 
case, the defendant had not sufficient goods to satisfy the 
levy, he must go to prison, only to escape therefrom 
by the operation of the law of bankruptcy. 

If, however, the workman were not only to break his 
agreement, but to abscond, he might do so with im- 
punity, for it would never be worth the trouble and expense 
to attempt to follow him by action; so that the result of 
the alteration of the law proposed by Mr. Edgar and Dr. 
Parkhurst, and not disapproved of by the association, 
would simply be to deprive the master of all substan- 
tive remedy against the workman, while leaving the 
workman a complete, sufficient, and unimpaired remedy 
against the master; thus putting it in the power of 
trades’ unions and other such combinations to effect the 
utter ruin of any obnoxious employer of labour on a large 
scale, and reproducing the very evils which led to the 
passing of the Act of 4 Geo. 4,c.84. Such an alteration 
would therefore, in the name of equality, produce the 
worst sort of inequality in master and workman; and 
therefore, if it be desired to remove the existing defect, 
some other means must be devised for the purpose. 

We are disposed to deny the unfairness in theory of 
the present law, or even that in many cases it works 
most unfairly in practice; but we maintain that, 
simply to take away the only efficient remedy the 
master has, or can have, would be an absurdity worse 
than the present anomaly. The real method for pro- 
ducing both nominal and substantial equality would 
be to give the workman a summary remedy before a 
magistrate for enforcing due performance of his con- 
tract by the master, precisely similar to that now en- 
joyed by the master against him. The judgment of the 
magistrate should be, in all cases, a fine, payable to 


the complainant, equivalent to the damages incurred, 
with the alternative of imprisonment for a limited 
period in default of payment. 

And this leads us to a point which arose in the case 
of Wood v. Bowron, 15 W. R. 58, recently heard before 
the Court of Queen’s Bench. This was an appeal from 
a conviction by magistrates for breach of contract by a 


workman. The workman refused to go to work and 
complete what he had agreed to do, and was con- 
victed before a magistrate and imprisoned, and the 
question raised was, Whether one breach of a long- 
continuing agreement had the effect of abrogating that 
agreement, or whether the remainder of the agree- 
ment must be performed on the expiration of the term 
of punishment? If a master had to pay damages for 
a breach he must pay so much as would satisfy the 
whole contract, and in the same way damages to be as- 
sessed against the workman should cover the loss sus- 
tained on the whole term of the asreement, and the im- 
prisonment, being a substitution for those damages, 
should satisfy the remainder of the term. But in either 
case the possible duration of the imprisonment should be 
proportioned to the possible damages, and therefore not 
less than the whole of the unexpired term. If the ma- 
gistrate thought fit to award less than this, it should be 
presumed that there was some special circumstance 
guiding his decision. This is our view of equality be- 
tween master and servant—an equality which would be 
not merely nominal, but substantial as well. 





REGISTRATION APPEALS FOR 1866. 

We have recently reported” the series of appeals against 
decisions of revising barristers, which were heard in 
Michaelmas Term, three or four of which are of some 
general, importance, while the remainder exemplify 
chiefly the hair-splitting powers of the human mind, 
We propose to pass the whole series briefly in review, and 


* 15 W.K. 221, 





I 
endeavour to show the practical results of this year, 
judicial legislation on the subject. 

Registration appeals naturally divide themselves intg 
two classes—those relating to the franchise, and those yp. 
lating to the machinery of registration. The former ar 
obviously of the widest importance, as they concern aj] 
voters, whereas the latter concern only the political agents 
who work the machinery. The-former are also 
connected, more or less directly, with the general law of 
the land, especially with the law of real property, ang 
share somewhat in the complexity which has arisen ip 
our real property system from its feudal origin and slow 
development. In the present year there are only two 
registration cases relating to the franchise (whereas there 
were four last year), and one of these was decided on the 
ground of a previous case, though it abounded in other 
doubtful points which consequently obtained no judicial 
determination. We may, however, find consolation for 
the loss of any solution of these difficulties in the fact 
that the circumstances were so singular that a similar 
combination is not likely to be found elsewhere, The 
facts of the case in question (Mills v. Cobb, 15 W. R. 224) 
may be briefly stated as follows: —The trustees of a charity 
held two estates, one of them in the North Riding of 
Yorkshire, upon certain trusts, one of which was to pay 
£5 a-year to each of themselves. Part of this estate, being 
woodland, was in the trustees’ hands, the remainder being 
let. The trustees had claimed votes in respect of their 
beneficial interest, and it was clear that the proportion of 
the £5 a-piece issuing from the estate in question was 
greater than forty shillings, but the proportion issuing 
from the woodland only was less. It is provided by 
the Reform Act that a vote is given only to those who 
are in actual and bond fide possession of lands to the 
extent of forty shillings, except where the interest is 
derived in one of certain specified ways (of which pro- 
motion to an office is one), or amounts to £10 per 
annum. It was contended for the trustees that their 
office was within the meaning of this proviso, but as 
their claim was as ¢estuis que trustent, it would seem 
that, even if they were qualified in virtue of their 
office, they must make a claim accordingly. The judg- 
ment, which was against their right to a vote, was based 
on the principle already decided ( West v. Robson, 1 K. & 
G. 141) that the rent-charge must be distributed over 
all the lands, and not apportioned at will to a particular 
part; and, as this consideration was only important if 
actual occupation by the trustees was necessary, the 
opinion of the Court must have been against their 
holding the rent-charge in virtue of their office. Itis 
hard to see a reason why, on general principles, these 
trustees should not have vot2s, seeing that they had a 
beneficial interest as well as the legal estate, but it 
would seem that the law, as it stands, is against them. 

The other case relating to the franchise (Hinde v. 
Charlton, 15 W. R. 226) is one of more general applica- 
tion, so general indeed that it is strange that the claim 
here made has never been made before. Under a Church 
Building Act for the parish of Oldham a freehold in- 
terest was given to purchasers of pews, as has been 
done in not a few similar Acts; and the claim in the 
present case was made on account of one of these free- 
hold pews, which let for more than forty shillings 
annually. The claimant contended—(1) that the terms 
of the Act vested the freehold of the church in tbe 
trustees, instead of the vicar; and (2) that, although 
pews in general are merely easements, yet, as 
pew in this case was granted to a man and his 
heirs, and capable of being transferred, it must be a tene- 
ment which would confer right to a vote, being, as was ad- 
mitted, of sufficient value. The Court decided against 
him on both grounds, as to the former point on the terms 
of the particular Act, so that the judgment so far has no 
general or permanent importance; on the latter point, 
partly for the reason applicable to this case specially, 
namely, that the pews could not be held by persons not 





parishioners, but mainly on grounds of broad common sense 
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gnd public policy. “ It cannot be gravely contended,” said 
file, 0.J., in giving judgment, “ that a pew confers a free- 
hold such that the owner can use it for secular purposes;” 
and after explaining the purpose for whit these pews 
Guar,» > 

tas poateetyhed to speculators who 

tn coll +h-—, ve vO Create votes for the county, even 
Fhe provisions of the Act had been somewhat dif- 
ferent the Court would have been fully justified in de- 
dining to pronounce pews freeholds, such as would con- 
fer votes, on the ground of its being contrary to public 
policy. Thus the last judgment given by Chief Justice 
file in a registration case was on one of the most im- 

nt points-ever argued before him, and was fully 
characterised by the broad wisdom which distinguished his 
whole judicial career. 

Among the remaining five cases three refer to the 
form of notices of objection, and are of so flimsy a nature 
that one is almost disposed to wonder that the revising bar- 
risters allowed any appeal, though as in two out of the three 
eases the decision was reversed, it must be held fortunate 
that the revising barristers did not add to wrong judg: 
ment an arbitrary refusal to afford the means of correct- 
ing these errors, albeit on such trumpery points. In 
Cotton v. Prall, 15 W. R. 223, in directing an objection 
toa voter of Rochester, whose address on the register was 
“Qanal-road, Frindsbury,” the objector added the words 
“Rochester, Kent,” to the address, thus insuring the due 
delivery of the objection by adding the post town to the 
imperfect address on the register. The revising barris- 
ter decided that this notice was bad, but the Court with- 
out hesitation reversed his judgment, it being clear that 
the objector, who had complied with all the require- 
ments of the statute, ought not to suffer because he had 
done more for the benefit of the person objected to than 
he was required to do. 

The second case (7hackway v. Pilcher, 15 W. R. 223) 
turned on the question whether an objector, who is 
obliged to give his place of abode in the notice of objection, 
had sufficiently complied with this requirement by giving 
his address as it appeared on the register. It appeared 
that his place of abode might be more fully described, 
but that in fact the description was sufficient to enable 
any person to find him. The Court held that the de- 
teription given, since it coincided with that on the re- 
gister, was a compliance with the terms of the statute, 
‘but made the very sensible addition that it was a 
question of fact on which the revising barrister’s de- 
cision is conclusive, whether the place of abode of 
an objector is sufficiently described. Agents who un- 
derstand their business always take care, if the ob- 
jector’s place of abode is wrongly or imperfectly 
given in the register — to make a fresh claim for 
him, and give both addresses in the notice of odjec- 
tion; and though practically it does not matter who or 
what the objector is, yet, so long as the present theory of 
Objection is retained, it is clearly right that the person 
gy to should receive proper information on the 

nt. 

The third case of this class (Bright v. Devenish, 
15 W. R. 225), may be dismissed in very few words; it 
te-affirmed an old decision that a freeman, in objecting, 
must describe himself as such, a provision which ieHang 
a3 necessary as that an objector must describe his ad- 
dress properly—necessary, that is to say, in theory, and 
in order to comply fully with the spirit of the law 
although practically useloss. 

The two remaining cases relate to the working of the 
tegistration courts, and are of much greater importance, 
The first of them (Barlow v. Mumford, 15 W. R. 221) 
judicially decides a question upon which the practice of 
revising barristers has differed very greatly, some as- 
fuming that they have, and some assuming that they 
have not, the power which the Court of Common Pleas 

now decided that they do possess, A claim was 
made in respect of a house in a street, which, on ob- 
in, was shown to have a number, The claimant 





4. by the insertion ,of 
cordingly <6 18 cfear that the Act requires that the 
number of the house, if any, shall be inserted in the 
Jf, an that the objection was well-founded, and must 
certainly have been fatal to the claim if the deficiency 
had not been supplied. The ground on which the Court 
decided to support the revising barrister’s view was that 
the object of the clause, allowing the revising barrister 
to amend, was to make substantial right prevail, and pre- 
vent merely formal objections; and it is manifestly con- 
sistent with justice and convenience that the revising 
barrister should have such power. 

The last case on our list (Proudfoot v. Barnes, 15 
W. R. 222) illustrates in the aptest manner the contra- 
diction betwen the theory of the law and the practical 
working of registration courts, to which we lately* re- 
ferred in reviewing the whole subject. An objector, em- 
ployed by one political party, subsequently published a 
notice in the local newspapers addressed to the other 
party, stating that he thereby withdrew all notices of 
objection made by him. He afterwards sent a notice by 
post to the voters objected to, saying that the objections 
were not withdrawn, and the objections were duly made 
before the revising barrister. The voters naturally con 
tended that they were not bound to answer the objections 
which had been withdrawn, and the revising barrister 
held the same view; but the Court very rightly reversed 
the decision, on the ground that the objecting was done 
on behalf of the public, so that the objector was not in 
the position of a private plaintiff at full liberty to with- 
draw his action. The decision is perfectly right and 
desirable, when we consider what is the true state of the 
case, that the objector is in general a poor man acting 
as a sort of clerk to the political agent, and takes no 
independent action in ‘the matter. It would be mon- 
strous if one party, by bribing the objector-general of 
their opponents to sign such a notice of withdrawal as 
was given in the case, could thereby nullify perhaps 
several hundred objections, and get all their own claims 
admitted without a particle of proof. The Chief Justice, 
aware like all the world how objections are in fact 
made, hinted at such a possibility as a reason why the 
view taken by the Court of the meaning of the statute 
was desirable in the public interest; but otherwise the 
whole argument, and the judgments, went on the hypo- 
thesis that the objector was areally independent person. Of 
course it could not be otherwise; the judges have to ad- 
minister the law as it stands in theory, and the practice 
has been skilfully enough adapted to the theory in 
detail, while entirely superseding it in principle. This 
decision will not, however, prevent agents from with- 
drawing as many objections as they think proper, because 
they have it in their power to satisfy voters objected to 
of the bona fides of the withdrawal, by sending them 
the duplicates of the notices of objection, without 
which the objections cannot be sustained at the registra- 
tion court. It is possible that a few obstinate men 
may obtain costs by coming to the court in spite of the 
withdrawal of objections against them, but revising bar- 
risters, in whose discretion is the amount of costs, will 
not encourage such a perverse spirit by awarding more 
than very small sums; and after all a poiitical agent who 
makes a groundless objection need not be pitied if he 
suffers a little for his error. 


applied to have his claim amended 
the number, and ¢ 


CODIFICATION OF LAW.+ 

Thirty-eight years ago the most useful and the most pro- 
ductive of all orations was delivered in the House of Com- 
mons by our illustrious President ;} an oration remarkable 
for the multitude of its suggestions and for the singular 
fact that almost ail of them have been carried out, or are 
now in the progress of accomplishment. 

* Sol, Jour. 1096. 

t A paper read at the Manchester Congress of the Social 
Science Association, by J. F. Macqueen, Esq., Q.C, 

t Lord Brougham. 
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Instigated by the profound sensation which that 


vernment issued two Royal Com- 
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report upon the laws of real preperty ; to consider and 
report upon the laws respecting crimes ; and to con- 
sider and report upon the public statutes of the reaim. 

These commissions and the proceedings had under 
them have left wholly untouched the bulk of what we 
technically call the unwritten civil law of England ; 
that law (the most interesting of any) which, governing 
our civil and our political rights, is evidenced partly by 
text-books, but mainly the reported decisions of our su- 
perior tribunals, dispersed, as we are told, over 1,200 
volumes. 

The question is, can the valuable ore be extracted from 
these repositories, and can it be presented to the country 
in the form of a pocket volume, similar to the Code 
Napoleon’? I am humbly of opinion that it cannot. 
But I readily admit the great advantages of codes, where 
they are practicable. Many persons in this country de- 
ride them, and say they have proved failures. But those 
who live under them, those who best know them, give a 
different account ; and we have the strongest testimony 
in their favour delivered by eminent jurists, writing, not 
from theory, but from long practical observation. 
Accordingly it is, we believe, a fact, that of the several 
nations that have codified, not one has turned back, or 
repented, Strange as it may seem to the English lawyer, 
they all prefer order to confusion,and they all agree 
that laws are better in asingle volume than in a thou- 
sand. 

What higher attestation can be desired than that of 
M. Dupin, who speaks of the Code Napoleon, not with 
approbation merely, but with fervour ? He says : “The 
civil code is the first and best of all. It is clear and 
methodical ; neither too long nor too short ; the language 
of the Legislature is noble and pure; the rules are well 
laid down. The code of civil procedure has simplified 
the forms and diminished the expense of law-suits. The 
commercial code is also generally esteemed. The code of 
criminal procedure and the penal code are the last, and 
are those to which the greatest objections have been 
raised. Despotism dictated them. In many instances 
state policy has made them her instrument, and liberty 
has suffered accordingly. Their revision has therefore 
been demanded. But all these codes, such as they are, 
have been productive of the greatest benefit ; they have 
delivered us from the chaos of our ancient law.” 

Notwithstanding the example of foreign states and of 
despotic governments, the predominating sentiment of 
this country is against codes, The reason is obvious. 
Codes imply organic change; change effected by the 
legislation of a board,as the Conseil d’Etat. What is 
sought, therefore, is a digest to pourtray the law as it 
stands, setting forth its merits and its defects, so that 
the people for whom it is made may behold it with 
their own eyes, and judge of it and deal with it as to 
them may seem expedient. 

When the Quecn’s Judges resisted in 1856 the pro- 
posed code of criminal law, they said not a word against 
a digest. And now we have the express declaration of 
one who has evinced great power in this discussion, 
that what he desires to see established is properly a 
digest, and not a code—a digest having, Sir James Wilde 
remarks, these advantages :—that “it admits of grad- 
ual formation ;” that it “ may be worked out piecemeal ; ” 
and that “ it displaces nothing.” 

In the face of these and many other authorities, it is 
not very likely that any government of this country will 
adventure upon acode. But that we shall some day have 
a digest seems within the scope of probability. Four 
years ago Lord Chancellor Westbury charged the in- 
dividual who has now the honour of addressing you with 
the consideration of this subject, and the inquiries in- 
cident to it. His lordship’s powerful representation to 
Moch re- 


the House of Lords followed in June, 1863, 
flection and many conferences ensued. Hence my rea 





>= 
son and my apology for troubling you with this 
The things chiefly needed in English jurisprudence a 
order and delineation ; to be followed by legislative jn. 
provements. 
se wpe io_r-~Posed, therefore, is to eliminate the met 


ving law ; W aicagt fae 
by instalments ; to pon hd i ; to publish it 


words of Bacon, to prepare and propound. to in i the 
the required alterations. 

The task will be much facilitated by the consolidation 
of the statutes which has already taken place. The chief 
difficulty will arise from the reported cases ; these wij] 
demand the most careful scrutiny and the most profound 
consideration. Voluminous, confused, and perplexing 4g 
they are, they yet secure one conspicuous ad 
They sanction a wholesome discretion, and even a 
licence, in the administration of justice ; for by their 
ever-varying circumstantial details, they furnish prece. 
dents and supply resemblances, which enable the judge 
to resolve satisfactorily the most novel and 
combinations. Hence in this country it is usual to say 
that every wrong has a remedy ; and every right a vin. 
dication. To sustain intact the characteristic expansive 
energy which produces these results, will be a constant 
aim of the digest. But, it may be asked,in what manner 
can we preserve, under a didactic exposition, the indi. 
pensable elasticity ? Let us see how the French go to 
work. When their code is express, they look at nothing 
else. When itis silent, or when it fails, they resort to the 
anterior jurisprudence. They have a clause for this 
purpose. So with ourselves, when a statute is in point, 
it governs thedecision. But,as Lord Mansfield observed, 
no legislative enactment “can take in all the cases,” 
Therefore, the courts go often “on rules which, his 
lordship tells us, “ are drawn pure from the fountains of 
justice.’ To this well-known practice of our tribunalsthe 
digest will be auxiliary and subservient. Its delines- 
tions and its definitions will be verified by references, #9 
that the text and the authorities may be compared and 
construed together. 

What is contemplated will be, in fact, a help anda 
relief, but not an imperative director; for, although 
likely to prove of incalculable assistance to the judges, 
they must not repose on it, or forget their first duty, 
which is to decide comformably to the law of the land, 
wherever that law may be found. Its all-sufficiency will 
thus remain undisturbed ; its power of conjuring up 
analogies will continue ; its faculty of adaptation will be 
the same asever. The judges will still resolve unforeseen 
questions precisely as they resolve them now—by the 
application of those rules which are frequently unknown 
until they see cause to disclose them. 

By the course here indicated, the difficulties, the 
delays, and the perils of direct codification will be 
avoided. 

But we are not to suppose that the digest is to continue 
always without authority. On the contrary, in the 
fulness of time, after it has been repeatedly revised and 
corrected ; after the judges and the profession have agail 
and again tested it in practice; after criticism and ex- 
perience have established its sufficiency ; and finally, 
after it has become familiar to the people, as the safe and 
ready exponent of their rights and their duties, it will 
doubtless receive, as it will assuredly deserve, a definitive 
sanction from Parliament. In other words, it will be 
come a code, “the work of the people themselves ;”* 
but even then it will not absorb, or profess to ab- 
sorb, the law, except in so far as posteriora derogant 

prioribus, ‘ 

The proposed digest ought not to be confined to England. 
It should embrace Scotland. The work must be con- 
current, A contemporaneous exposition of the laws of 
both countries, by presenting differences and resemblan- 
ces, will give rise to the most useful of all criticism—that 
of contrast and comparison. As a whole, the Scotch law 
is excellent. So is the English law; but each has 
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defects from which the other is free. And even if 

were not felt, uniformity would surely be desirable 
sither than discordance. 

Precious as the law of England is, many find fault 
qithit. .what does Sir Samuel Romilly say ? He, first of 
il, dilates on the evils of an unwritten law generally. 
fle then eays of thelaw of England, that it is often un- 
certain, arbitrary, capricious, absurd, and contradictory ; 
hesays that much of it is built upon analogies, meta- 

and fictions ; he says that, in a large measure, it is 
the progeny of ill-considered dicta, never meant for pro- 
pulgation, though carefully reported; he tells us that its 
chief architects, the judges, are precluded from pro- 
ceding upon principles of utility, or enlarged juris- 

nce ; and he notices a circumstance well deserving 
of attention—namely, that certain parts of English law, 
though usually deemed obsolete, prove occasionally mis- 
chieyous and sometimes fatal. Hence Lord Brougham’s 
happy simile of the dormant snake which awakes and 
turns upon us when we are least prepared for it. 

Such are the selected characteristics of a system 
deemed by some so sacred, but of which, perhaps, a good 
noiety is ripe for abrogation upon principles recognised 
by Coke, by Blackstone, and by Tenterden—for these 
hayeall declared that what is contrary to reason cannot 
be law. 

Now, with respect to the laws of Scotland, Lord Bacon 
noticed “how near,” as he expressed it, “they came to 
our own.” That they were originally identical seems 
probable, for it is still an unresolved question whether 
the Scotch institutions were borrowed from Glanville or 
Glanville’s from the Scoteh. The jurisprudence of each 
cntinues,in a great measure, still the same, but with 
pualing variances, chiefly in feudalities, in forms, and in 
jagon. The Scotch procedure, undoubtedly, is tedious, 
circuitous, and cdstly. This was well shown, two years 
ago, by the letters of a Scotch magistrate in the Times 
hewapaper.* 

At the union in 1707, each retained its own laws, with 
this exception: that the Scotch law of treason was 
abdlished, and the English law of treason substituted in 
lien of it, on the principle that “rules of public right 
should be the same throughout the United Kingdom.” 
The blessings of the English constitution, however, were 
notextended to Scotland. The Scotch consequently have 
nd Magna Charta, no Bill of Rights, no Habeas Corpus. 
They have, indeed, the Act of 1701; but that Act is de- 
nounced as “a mass of imperfect protection and prac- 
tical confusion.” Lord Cockburn, the distinguished 
Scotch Judge, was indignant on this point. In his 
pleasant memoirs he asserts that there is no se- 
curity for liberty on the north side of the Tweed. 
Personal freedom depends onthe temper of the ex- 
isting government or rather on the discretion—per- 
adventure the caprice—of the Lord Advocate, When 
that high functionary incarcerated a gentleman supposed 
to entertain dangerous political opinions, the Lord Advo- 
cate justified himself in the House of Commons by the proud 
boastthathe represented the'Scottish Privy Council, and 

hispowers were unlimited. Itiscurious to observe that 
the work of a cetebrated Glasgow professor, published, in 
1787, on constitutional law (in four quarto volumés), 
treats, not of Scotch constitutional law, but of English 
Constitutional law, from which the people of Scotland are 
excluded. That the individual described by Magna 
& as “liber homo” is to be found in that part of 
the United Kingdom, Lord Cockburn does not allow me 
affirm, One thing is certain : agricultural slavery, or 
serfdom, was not abolished there till 1780. 
ore the union, Scotland, now so prosperous, was the 
Worst governed country in Europe, And long after that 
PY conjunction its want of liberal institutions became 
uently conspicuous. Read the interesting account 
just published, of the excellent Maclaren, who started, 
forty years ago, the firat independent newspaper ever 
nee neenieienne ewe a 


*8 Sol. Jour.803. 





published in Scotland. The political state of that coun- 
try, and of Edinburgh especially, half a century ago was 
frightful. “Corruption and arrogance,” says the writer, 
“were the characteristics of the party in power ; a power 
in a sense of which, in these days, we know nothing. 
A cowering fear covered all the rest. The people were 
absolutely without vote or speech. Such a thing asa 
public meeting, to remonstrate against grievances, was 
unheard of.” All efforts at liberation, Lord Cockburn 
tells us, were suppressed either by legal tyranny or by 
rigorous social persecution, emanating from authority. 

Under the sway of a benignant sovereign, Caledonian 
grievances have practically disappeared ; but the grave 
question remains, whether it be fitting and consistent 
with the dignity of a great and intellectual people that 
their political rights should depend on the clemency of 
the government. 

The marriage laws of Scotland and of the whole empire 
are now undergoing investigation by a Royal commis- 
sion. I will therefore say nothing of them, except that, 
when settled, the digest must unfoldthem. Ournorthern 
neighbours have had, for two centuries and a half, what 
we are only now trying to acquire—a satisfactory system 
of registration. To imitate their code of bankruptcy will, 
next session, form the study of the Legislature. Law 
and equity they do not set in opposition to each other, 
but by one high tribunal administer both. Their criminal 
law is admirable. The impossibility of appealing against 
wrong convictions and wrong acquittals is a blemish not 
peculiar to Scotland. It was pointed out by Mr. Burke, 
but it remains still in Scotland, as in England, un- 
remedied. The Scotch have no grand juries ; they don’t 
desire to have them. They have no coroners’ inquests, 
nor do they feel the want of them. But they have public 
prosecutors, which the English have not. And they have 
allowed always—that which the English have allowed 
only recently and reluctantly—counsel to prisoners. 

The borrowings, therefore, in the event of a united 
digest, will be pretty nearly balanced, and the advantages 
reciprocal, 

To digest the law of England alone, without any refer- 
ence to Scotland, would be a pretty sure way to widen 
the existing segregation ; but to digest the two systems 
harmoniously together, would be to realise quickly that 
amalgamation which was desiderated by Bacon at the 
union of the crowns, and desiderated by Somers at the 
union of the kingdoms. 

Ihave not mentioned Ireland ; but if my argument be 
correct, it must apply to the sister country, which cannot 
well be overlooked in a work essentially imperial.* 

I ought to have sooner mentioned that the digest will 
have notes, pointing out defects in the laws digested ; 
and setting forth what should be done with the laws not 
digested—those so strikingly described by Sir Samuel 
Romilly. 





PROPOSED RE-ARRANGEMENT OF THE LEGAL 
YEAR.+ 


Respectfully submitted to the consideration of her Ma- 
jesty’s dudges and the profession for the following reasons :— 

1. Whilst accomplishing desired improvements, it inter- 
feres less than any other plan with the existing arrange- 
ments, and the only personal inconvenience which the ma- 
jority of the judges and the bar will feel will be the earlier 
commencement of Michaelmas Term. 

2. It divides the terms, the sittings, and the circuits more 
equally throughout the year. 

3. It meets the want of longer terms. : 

4, It compensates London for the loss of its term sittings, 


* In this respect Ireland has a claim superior to that of Seot- 
land ; for, her common law being identical with the common 
law of England, and tho course of Legislation very similar, there 
will be little to give up or incorporate in order to effect that com- 
plete assimilation of the law on both sides of the channel which is 
so much to be desired.—-Ed. 8. J. 

+ This does not differ materially from the proposition of the 
Law Societies, which has already (11 Sol, Jour, 206) appeared in 
our columns.-—Ep, 8. J. 
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and as there does not appear to be any great objection to 
what is constantly done, both during term and afterwards, 
it provides that the terms and the Middlesex Sittings shall 
be contemporaneous. 

5. It gives the least, and not the most, time to the 
Winter Eirenit, which circuit will always have the least 
business, and will always be the most disagreeable to 
travel. 

6. The equity courts can readily conform to it. 

7. And the provisions as to Easter can easily be adapted. 





NO, OF 


TO END. DaAYs. 


TERMS, &c. TO BEGIN. 





Michaelmas Term & Middx. 
Sittings .....;...... ses...) Oct. 24 
Errors and London Sittings} Nov. 17 ... 
Winter Cireuits . 
Hilary Term and Middlesex 
Sittings 
Errors and London Sittings 
Spring Circuits 
Vacation 
Easter Term and Middlesex 
Sittings 
Errorsand London Sittings 
Trinity Term and Middle- 
sex Sittings May 22 . 
Errorsand London Sittings| June 21 ...| July 11... 
Summer Circuits ............| July 12...) Aug. 27 ... 
Long Vacation From end of; Oct. 23 
Circuits . | 


.| Nov. 16 ... 
Nov. 30 ... 
| Dec, 24 ... 
.| Jan, 10 





‘| Feb. 21... 
...| March 81.. 
.| April 14 ... 


May 21 





.| June 20- ... 








Temple, 29th January, 1867. A BaArrisTER. 








COMMON LAW. 


Hornby v. Close, 15 W. R, 336. 

This case is so important, in a social rather than in a 
strictly legal point of view, that we lose no time in call- 
ing attention to it. The sppellant, representing the 
Boiler Makers’ Society, laid an information under the 
Friendly Societies’ Act against the respondent, for un- 
lawfully detaining money belonging to the society. The 
magistrates dismissed the case on the ground that the 
society in question was not a I'riendly Society within the 
meaning of the Act, and the Court of Queen’s Bench, on 
appeal, sustained their decision. The primary ground of 
the decision was that the Boiler Makers’ Society, being 
in fact a Trades’ Union, though it also served benevolent 
purposes, was not capable of being included within the 
provisions applicable to Friendly Societies. Though, as 
Mr. Justice Blackburn pointed out distinctly, it does not 
follow that every benevolent society which has rules not 
strictly benevolent in their object, is therefore excluded 
from the operation of the Friendly Societies’ Act, and 
the question is essentially one of degree, yet in the pre- 
sent case there was no room for doubt that the society 
was primarily a Trades’ Union, So far the most zealous 
friend of Trades’ Unions cannot complain of the decision 
of the Court; machinery provided for one purpose may 
not be suited for another, and at any rate the Court has 
no power so to apply it. The Court, however, went a 
step further, and expressed a decided opinion that, since 
some of the rules of Trades’ Unions are in restraint of 
trade, these vitiate the whole and render them illegal in 
the sense of not being enforceable in a court of law. 
The judges, one after another, declared that they pro- 
nounced no opinion whether or not Trades’ Unions were 
illegal in the stronger sense of rendering their members 
criminally responsible, though it is hard to see how they 
could have entertained any doubt, in the face of the sta- 
tute 22 & 23 Vict. c. 34, that they are not illegal in 
this sense, 

It is perhaps to be regretted that the Court should 
have touched on this second question, when their opinion 
on the first was sufficient foundation for their judgment, 
since it may give occasion for ignorant or designing 





agitators to proclaim that the law is oppreasing the 
Trades’ Unions.* Butin another way it is perhaps for. 
tunate, since societies so numerous and 80 extensiyg 
ought not to remain in ignorance of their legal 

and legislation may be invoked to remedy evils whic, 
are clearly seen. Mr. Thomas Hughes, in a letter to thy 
Spectator of January 26th, says that the friends of 
Trades’ Unions have for a long time had misgi 
that when the question was raised it would be decide 
against them, and have consequently sought to 
them clearly within the law. Hence they thonght 
of bringing these societies, which have many purpogeg 
strictly benevolent, within the scope of the 
Societies Act; and many of the Unions have obtained re. 
gistration accordingly. As their object was to gain g 
legal recognition, and the use of legal machinery to eon. 
trol their officers, which can no longer be possible after 
the decision in Hornby v. Close, the Trades’ Unions are 
again, or rather are announced to be what they al 
have been, mere private societies, in which members haye 
scarcely any legal hold on the society, or the society upon 
its treasurers, and which, as they practically cannot 
be sued, will not be liked as customers. We have no in- 
tention of discussing the desirability of Trades’ Unions in 
general, or the wisdom and justice of any specific rules; 
such questions lie somewhat outside our province. But 
we entertain a strong conviction that if such societies 
exist at all, they had better be legally recognised. It ig 
always a mistake to create an artificial crime; and no 
possible good can be done by pretending to ignore Trades’ 
Unions, while « certain amount of harm must result if, 
considerable section of the community finds itself, for 
purposes affecting their most important interests, outside 
the pale of the law. A statute enabling Trades’ Unions 
to sue and be sued in the name of some officer, or asa 
registered society, and establishing simple machinery, 
like that of the Friendly Societies’ Act, for enforcing the 
mutual rights of members and societies—would be 4 
measure of sound policy, that every statesman might 
well desire to see passed. For while it secured the in- 
terests of the workmen in many important respects, and 
destroyed a more or less plausible pretext for agitation, 
it would be in no sense legalising anything wrong, except 
in the opinion of those who would wish to put down all 
Trades’ Unions with the strong hand. 

Acts of violence or intimidation would be none the less 
criminal because their perpetrators were members of a 
society whose internal affairs were conducted under strict 
legal sanction, Nor would combinations of the men to 
effect certain purposes be either more or less unlawfal 
than at present. In a very recent case (Wood v. Bowron, 
15 W. BR. 58) attention was called to this subject, and 
the law was confessedly left in a very uncertain state. 
It may or may not be desirable to define the state of the 
law somewhat more strictly, or to alter it in one direc 
tion or the other; we have no present intention of con- 
sidering thie question. It will probably require discus- 
sion whenever any legislation on the subject of Trades’ 
Unions is attempted, in order that the legislation may 
be complete and systematic, not mere patchwork. At 
present we merely desire to point out that it is desirable 
on every ground to bring institutions so vast and com- 
plicated within the purview of the law. 

MUSICAL CopyRIGHT. 
Wood v. Boosey, 15 W. R. 809. 

It is an old remark that judges are bound to be omnis- 
cient. Not only is there a venerable fiction that the 
common law is to be found in their breasts—implanted 
there doubtless in the process of sealing their patents— 
but they are called upon to hear and adjudicate on cases 
dealing with every imaginable subject-matter. Barristers 
have all subjects put before them in their briefs, and 
can get them up accordingly; but the judges are left to 


* The feeling which prompted one of the spokemen at Shetiield to 
say that ‘Ifmen had their duties to perform to their order, and if 
Parliament Law was against them, so much the worse for them,” may 
be cited us an instance of this,--Ep, 8. J. 
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ie 
qheir own intrinsic knowledge or to the statements—ne- 
ily one-sided and directed to particular points in- 
gtead of to the elucidation of the whole—made before 
them by counsel. That very little injustice is ever 
ht in this way is due to the faculty acquired by 
while at the bar, of picking up the essential 
jtem of knowledge in any question with speed and cer- 
jainty, and to their usual pains in ascertaining the true 
of the facts and arguments adduced before them. 
But occasionally an instance is given of mistake—or at 
Yeast uncertainty—arising from judges’ ignorance of some 
gpecial subject; and the case of Wood v. Boosey, 15 W. R. 
309, decided at the beginning of Hilary Term, is one 
of such instances. It is perhaps too much to say that 
gny injustice was done to the plaintiff through the judges’ 
gyowed ignorance of music. As he was claiming a 
benefit secured to him by compliance with an Act of 
Parliament, and had certainly not falfilled its require- 
ments with absolute strictness, he was not much to be 
pitied for his failure; but the principles stated by the 
Court in giving judgment would lead to most serious 
eonsequences, if they had not been based, as is apparent, 
ona very imperfect understanding of the musical ques- 
tion involved. Otto Nicolai wrote an opera, which was 
afterwards arranged for the pianoforte by one Brissler, 
and the arrangement published in Berlin. The proprie- 
torsof the copyright of this arrangement entered it duly 
at Stationer’s Hall, giving Nicolai as the author’s name. 
The defendants having published the same music 
without license, the plaintiff brought an action, but 
was nonsuited, on the ground that the work was not duly 
i , the author being Brissler and not Nicolai. 
As.Mr. Justice Blackburn observed, the proper way would 
perhaps have been to enter the work as “composed by 
Nicolai, arranged by Brissler,” and as this was not done 
pethaps the plaintiff deserved to fail, though we cannot 
but regret that copyright should be infringed with im- 
punity. But the decision of the Court was based upon 
general musical grounds, not, as we would suggest, of 
petfect soundness. A piano-forte, still more an organ, 
isan epitome of an orchestra, and the task of arranging 
an orchestra score for the piano-forte is essentially 
mechanical. There is room, no doubt, for a certain 
amount of mind and skill, in subordinating one part to 
another, in giving the general effect of the whole while 
‘omitting or altering small parts, so thatan arrangement 
by @ man of musical genius will be better than if made 
by‘one who brings merely technical knowledge to bear. 
But even this is not essential; the greatest proportion of 
the work depends on rules of mathematical accuracy. It 
is conceivable that two men should independently pro- 
‘duce the same arrangement if both adhered with scru- 
pulous fidelity to the composer’s music. 

No doubt an arranger may insert something which is 
weally his own, in addition to, or development of the 
music of the original composer, and if so there is ground 
for giving him acopyright. But this is a question of 
fact, not of law. There may be, but it by no means fol- 
lows that there is, any invention whatever in an ar- 
tangement for the piano-forte of an original score, and 
it is for invention, not for labour however skilful, E 
‘opy-rights, like patent rights, are granted. The judg- 
ment of the Court of Queen’s Bench, however, was based 
‘n-the assumption that the mind and skill required 
for the task of arrangement were necessarily of the 
mature of what we have called, for the sake of distinct- 
ness, invention.; the Lord Chief Justice especially laid it 
‘down that the arranger, requiring mind and skill to do 
his work, mustibe deemed the author of the resulting 
‘composition. 

The dlese andlogy of the patent laws does not seem 
‘to have governed ‘the Court in any way, yet it is clearly 
‘established that,in the case of mechanical inventions, 
‘it is a question of fact whether or not there is anything 

tially new in the thing which it is sought to pro- 
tect by patent rights, Similarly in such cases as Wood 
%. Boosey, it is a question of fact for the jury whether, 





in each individual case, there is a sufficient amount of 
originality to make the work distinct from that on 
which it is founded; and, if the view we have ex- 
pressed above is correct, it is much to be regretted 
that the Court should—perhaps of necessity as the case 
was brought before them—have so decided this question 
as to lay down, upon erroneous musical grounds, a rule 
of law upon what ought to be a matter of evidence 
in each case. 





REVIEW. 


A Treatise upon the Law of Extradition; with the Conven- 
tions upon the Subject ewisting between England and 
Foreign Nations, and the Cases decided thereon. By 
EpwWarbD CLARKE, of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, and 
Tancred Student. London: Stevens & Haynes. 1864. 
The law relating to the extradition of criminals, though 

confessedly in itself a subject of great and growing im- 

portance, bin until recently, received very little attention 

either from the public or the profession. While almost 
every other department of international law has formed the 
subject of copious and exhaustive discussion by the publicists 
of this and other countries, and has been uced by them 
to something like scientific precision and consistency, the 
law of extradition has either been wholly omitted from their 
treatises or dismissed from view in a few brief and un- 
satisfactory pages. The reason of this neglect is doubtless 
attributable to the fact that the necessity for international 
regulations for the rendition of criminals only becomes ap- 

— in the more advanced stages of civilisation, and 

epends perhaps more upon the material than the intellec- 
tual progress of nations. In times when the means of loco- 
motion were few, as well as slow and expensive, a criminal 
had difficulties in the way of effecting his escape to a foreign 
country which were not easily surmounted. The consequence 
was that escapes were almost unknown, and the subject of 
extradition, though interesting as a matter of abstract 
speculation and occasionally the subject of international 
treaty, was necessarily of little practical importance. But 
when the introduction of steam had multiplied indetinitely 
the means and facilities of escape, it became obvious to ev 
nation that was not willing to have its soil conve 
into a sanctuary for foreign malefactors, that some means 
must be found to meet this growing evil, and the expedient 
of extradition naturally offered itself. The subject, there- 
fore, has for thirty years past been growing more and more 
important, and will continue to do so in proportion as the 
interests of nations become more and more intimately blended 
with each other. But at the present moment various 
circumstances, especially the very recent cases of Lamirande 
in Canada, and Dubois in England, and our late embarass- 
ing disputes with the French Government about this 
matter, have contributed to give an additional interest and 
prominence to the question, both to statesmen and lawyers 

—to the former because the whole subject of the extradition 

of criminals will certainly be thoroughly investigated and 

discussed during the next session of Parliament, with a 

view to legislation; and to the latter because cases of this 

description are becoming so frequent in our courts thata 
knowledge of this branch of law can no longer be safely dis- 
pensed with. Itis, therefore, with great pleasure that we 
nail the appearance at this time ofa treatise upon extradition 
by Mr. Edward Clarke, which will supply a want long felt by 
ail whose attention has been directed tothesubject. Mr. Clarke 
has treated the whole question in an able and masterly manner. 

His style is clear and terse, without the slightest tincture of 

that technicality and pedantry which so often repel and dis- 
st even the learned reader. He is generally correct and he 

is always ingenious in his reasonings and observations, and 
has given proofs of the possession of a thorough knowledge 
of his subject, of powers of patient industry in collecting and 
marshalling facts, and in digesting and harmonizing 
ee conflicting principles, and of an ability to explain 
and reconcile the conflicting dicta and decisions of ps ny 


which will be fully appreciated by anyone who knows the 


difficulties necessarily incident to such labours. He begins 
with first principles, which he has been at infinite pains to col- 
lect from very scanty sourees—principles which lie thinly 
scattered over the writings of the various numerous writers 
on public law, and he then proceeds to point out how and 
on what occasions these principles have been modified, quali- 
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fied, or extended by treaties, and conventions, and judicial 
decisions, and he concludes witha masterly exposition of the 
present state of the law on this interesting but difficult 
subject. The divisions and subdivisions of the work are 
naturaland scientific. In the first chapter the question as 
to how far, apart from convention, extradition can be con- 
sidered as a right or a duty, is discussed with great learning 
and ability, and Mr. Clarke thus sums up the conclusions to 
be drawn from the authorities on this point :— 

‘¢ The surrender of fugitives is an international duty. It 
may not be so plainly a matter of right that the refusal to 

nt it should subject a nation to the penalty of war, but 
such refusal is so clearly injurious to the country which re- 
fuses and to the whole world, that it is a serious violation 
of the moral obligations which exist between civilized com- 
munities. In former times the surrender was granted by 
a sovereign in virtue of his own prerogative; but the recent 
course of European legislation has been to restrain this pre- 
rogative, and to cast upon the Legislature of a country the 
task of providing for the performiance of this duty. 

*‘This provision should be guarded by the exclusion of 
political offenders, and the requirement of some evidence of 
guilt before the accused person is delivered up. It would 
be wise also to restrict the crimes for which surrender should 
be granted, according to the facility with which criminals 
could escape from one country to another ; but to refuse to 
make provision at all would be to inflict an injury on the 
whole world, and especially on the country so refusing. 

** The surrender when so restricted involves no interference 
with natural independence, as the duty of punishing the 
crime could not be effectively and justly performed by any 
nation but that whose laws have been broken. 


“The only substitute for extradition which has been pro- 
posed—the extension of extra-territorial jurisdiction—is con- 
trary to sound and well established principles of law, is 
inconvenient in its enforcement, obstructs the course of 
justice by making the prosecution of crime difficult and ex- 
pensive, and is unjust to the accused by making it almost 
impossible for an innocent man to produce the confutation 
of his charge ; thus combining the gravest defects possible 
in a system of criminal jurisprudence.” 

In the second chapter Mr. Clarke gives an account of the 
practice of extradition so far as it existed in early times, and 
shows that the historic origin of the practice is to be found 
in the relations of the different provinces of the Roman 
Empire. In this chapter he also gives a very interesting de- 
scription of the various ancient treaties that have been made 
from time to time by this country with other European 
nations, and also of the early cases on the subject. In the 
five succeeding chapters, Mr. Clarke gives a full and satis- 
factory exposition of the law of extradition as it now exists 
in the United States, Canada, France and England, together 
with an account of the practical proceedings necessary 
to be taken in each of these countries in cases of 
surrender. This of course is the must valuable part 
of the work to the practical lawyer, and here, we ven- 
ture to affirm, he will find everything necessary to assist him 
in coming to a true conclusion in any case that may occur 
to him in practice. The cases are carefully collected up to 
the moment of going to press, and as there is no other work 
in which they will be found collected, this part of Mr. 
Clarke's book will be eminently serviceable. The last chap- 
ter contains some suggestions as to how the law and pro- 
cedure on this subject may be beneficially altered, but they 
open up sucha wide field for discussion that it would be im- 
possible to give them the consideration they merit within 
the narrow compass of this article. The book is also fur- 
nished with an appendix which contains the whole of the 
treaties at present in force between this country and other 
nations. It also contains much matter which is entirely new, 
and not to befound in any other work, especially the text 
of the convention on the subject of extradition between this 
country and France in 1852, which, however, proved abor- 
tive. This document is valuable, inasmuch as it contains 
in parallel colamns, in French and English, the names of 
the leading criminal offences. ‘The cases of Lamirande and 
Dubois are also given in extenéo, and there is a note on 
political offences, which is worthy of perusal. 

Soe the whole we congratulaté Mr, Clarke upon havin, 
aced an excellent and nseful book on an important an 


ifficult subject, and we heartily ‘commend it to the perusal 
of our readers, ets 





COURTS. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS CHAMBERS. 

Feb. 2.—Inns of Court Hotel Company.—Messrs. Gregory: 
and Co. applied, on behalf of the debenture-holders, to be 
at liberty to attend the proceedings in chambers under the- 
winding up, at the expense of the estate. Mr. Price, for- 
the liquidators, did not object if the Chief Clerk thought ig 
a proper course. 

The Chief Clerk, however, refused the application, and 
decided that the debenture-holders must appear, if at all, 
at their own expense. 

COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

Jan. 31.—Williams vy. Cass.—Mr. M. Chambers, Q.C,, 
with whom was Mr. Hance, moved in this case for a rule 
calling upon the plaintiff, Mr. John Williams, an attorney, 
to show cause why the judgment signed in this case should 
not be set aside, and why the plaintiff's bill of costs should 
not be referred to the master for taxation. Mrs. Cass, the 
defendant, was an old lady 80 years of age, and in extreme 
ill-health. In 1859 she was engaged in two chancery suits, 
when her attorney, in consequence of her not being able to 
pay him, resigned her case, and she was introduced to the- 
plaintiff, Mr. John Williams ; he represented himself to be 
a person of means, and undertook to carry the suits to » 


successful termination for the costs out of pocket, and also_ 


to advance her money from time to time. She accordingly 
entrusted her suits to him, and instead of advancing money 
to her, he very soon made application to her for small sums,. 
and she ultimately received an application for money from 
him, dated ‘‘ Hick’s Hotel.’’ She afterwards found out 
that ‘‘Hick’s Hotel meant Whitecross-street prison— 
—and then a solicitor named Smith appeared on the: 
stage, and informed her that Mr. John Williams had been 
arrested, and was incapable, in consequence, of proceeding: 
with her suits. Smith became her attorney, and her suits 

roceeded, and the result was, that after she had incurred 
arge costs, the decree of the court was given against her. 
When Williams got out of prison he brought an action 
against the learned counsel in the case for detaining the 
papers in the suit which had been handed to him as counsel 
in thecause. That gentleman, not liking to be mixed up. 
in such an action, introduced Mrs, Cass to Mr. John Thomas 
Williams, of Serjeants’-inn.* John Williams afterwards 
brought an action against Mrs. Cass for his costs, in which 
judgment went by default, he having sworn in an affidavit 
that he served a writ on Mrs.Cass’s servant. Having ob- 
tained judgment, he went and attached Mrs. Cass’s annuity 
of £400. Finding the difficulty she was placed in, she ap- 

led to John Thomas Williams, and then for the first time 
Found he was acting for John Williams. She then went to 
Messrs. Lewis and Lewis, and on an application at chambers 
before Mr. Justice Lush, John Thomas Williams produced 
a letter he had received from Mrs. Cass in reference to John 
Williams’s action, which his lordship considered showed she 
had a knowledge of the action being brought, and refused 
the relief asked for. The defendant had already paid £1,700 
costs, and now her annuity of £400 per annum was at- 
tached in Chancery on John Williams’s claim of £1,100. 

Mr. Justice Lush said this court had no power to order 
the taxation of a bill of costs in a suit in chancery. The 
learned counsel must go there first. 

Mr. Chambers said he would withdraw the present ap- 
plication, and go to Chancery, and then come to this court 
to set aside the judgment. 


Feb. 1.—The sittings at Nisi Prius commenced here 
this morning in two courts, one for special jury cases before 
Mr. Justice Shee, and the other for common jury cases be- 
fore Mr. Justice Lush, It had been pore A to have sit- 
tings in banco, but it was found to be impossible, since one 
judge was required at chambers, another (Mr, Justice Black: 

urn) was engaged in trying a heavy criminal case at ¢ 
Central Criminal Court, and two more were required to sit 
at Nisi Prius, 

The sittings at Nivi Prius commenced, as usual, with @ 
very heavy cause list, not less than 211. 

There were several special jury causes for trial to-day, but 
one—a libel case—in which Mr. Coleridge and Mr. Hawkins 
were counsel, was, after some consultation, amicably ar- 





¥ We do not know who this is. ‘There isa Mr. John C, Williams of 
eant’s Inn, but he is not the man. We know ofone John Thomas 
Williams,—K4, 8, J. 
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ranged, the imputation complained of being disclaimed, and 
the other cases went off ‘‘for deficiency of jurors” under 


eircumstances which illustrated conspicuously and scan- 
“dalously what the learned judge described as the ‘utter 
breakdown ” of our jury system. 


Three causes having gone off in this way to-day, only a 


 fow of the jurors summoned attending, and the summoning 
’ officers having given the usual answers, ‘‘ gone away,” &c. 


Mr. Justice SHEE said that it was manifest that our jury 


“gystem broke down. It was plainly an utter failure. It 


was not the fault of the parties, who had a right to presume 

rsons whose names were on the jury lists were 
reall at their supposed places of residence, and 
ae be relied upon if summoned as jurors. And he had no 
reason to suppose that in this case it was the fault of the 


sheriff or his officers, who were entitled to make a similar 


ption. It was the fault, he feared, of the parish offi- 

cers, Who put down the names of persons carelessly, without 
making any inquiry as to their continuance in their former 
places of residence. It was exceedingly hard upon the par- 
ties who had been at the expense of making their causes 
ial jury cases, and who thus were | yee from trying 
Bois cases. The evil was one which called loudly for a 
remedy. He saw a distinguished member of Parliament be- 


“fore him (Mr. Coleridge), who might be very usefully em- 


ed in framing a measure to apply it. 

bar or two of the special jurors present made observations 
«confirmatory of the vicious nature of the present system. 
One of them, however, observed that he knew gentlemen who 
openly avowed that they arranged it with the summoning offi- 
ers, and never attended at all, and never were fined. It was 
exceedingly hard upon jurors who did attend and were 
anxious to do their duty. 

The causes having thus gone off for want of jurors, the 
Court rose early, and the day was lost. 


Feb. 2.—Kearns v. Storks.—This was an action by the 
plaintiff, Catherine Kearns against Mr. Robert Storks (a son 
“of the late Mr. Serjeant Storks), for her imprisonment by 
his orders and directions, in 1856, in a lunatic asylum in 
France. The defendant pleaded at first, in justification, 
‘that plaintiff was, at the time of her imprisonment, a person 
of unsound mind, and that two physicians, Sir J. F. Olliffe 
{Physician to the British Embassy in Paris) and Dr. Foville 
—examined the plaintiff, and certified her to be so. The 

intiff, in her evidence, admitted that the physicians saw 

, and the fact that they gave certificates was not dis- 
puted, and therefore the real question appeared to be the 
existence of reasonable grounds for believing the plaintiff to 
‘have been unsonnd in her mind at the time in question. 

Mr. Digby Seymonr, Q.C., Mr. Coleridge, Q.C., and Mr. 
Nasmyth were for the plaintiff. 

The Solicitor-General (Sir J. Karslake), Mr. Prentice, and 
Mr. Hannen, with Mr. James Mellor, were for the defen- 

t. 


The outline of the case was this :—The plaintiff had been 
for some years housekeeper in the family of the defendant's 
father, and in 1865 was especially employed as nurse, in 
taking care of the Serjeant, a man at that time of venerable 
age, and, indeed, drawing towards the end of his life, which 
‘occurred not long after, For some cause — rightly 
or wrongly, of course, was in dispute) the defendant, in the 
course of the year, conceived that she had become of un- 
sound mind ; and in the month of May, 1865, he applied 
to two physicians in Paris—Sir J. F. Olliffe (Physician to 
the British Embassy in Paris), and Dr. Foville, a French 
physician, who, on the 30th of May, examined he, and 
certified to her being of unsound mind; and under their 


. certificates (the law of France upon the subject being ap- 


tly similar to our own) she was accordingly removed 

an asylum at Charenton, where she remained from June 

to September. Ultimately she was removed and restored to 
her family at Tuom, in Ireland. 

Mr. Digby Seymour, in opening the case for the plaintiff, 
stated that the certificates were the result of the defendant's 
wierpresntation of the plaintiff's conduct and condition, 
and he also charged that the certificates were not obtained 


‘bond fide, and said that this would be the great question for 
¢ jury to determine. 
Feb. 4.—The trial of this case continued, At the close of 
‘the plaintiff's examination one of the jury pe this question 


to her :—* When Sir J, Olliffe saw you W 
he put to you ¢" 
aintifl.—None at all; he merely said, Good morn- 


hat questions did 





ing,” and I went out of the room. He called again, and 
said to the Serjeant, ‘‘I am come to see how you are,” 
which rather astonished me, as there was nothing particular 
the matter with him, and then I stood up, and he said, 
‘*Good morning.” That was all the conversation we had 
until the 25th of July, when he saw me at the asylum. He 
came with the defendant, and the defendant said, ‘‘I have 
brought Sir Joseph to see you, my dear Kearns.” I said, 
‘*T am glad of it; I wish to ask him how he came to sign 
the certificates to place me in this place without saying 
more to me than ‘Good morning.’” Sir Joseph said, ‘‘ Come 
here and sit down, and we will have a little conversation,” 
and he asked me various questions—how I came to do this 
or that (which she described)—and I answered hjm. 

The juror.—That is hardly an answer to my question, 
which was, are you sure he asked you no questions before 
you went to the asylum ? 

Plaintiff.—Nothing was said but ‘‘ Good morning.” 

The learned JupGe.—Did he ask no questions ? 

Plaintiff.—No, not one word. 

The learned JupGE.—You said he saw you three times, 
and I want you to answer deliberately, are you quite sure 
that on none of these occasions did he ask any question of 
you ? 

Plaintiff.—No, not a word. 

The plaintiff's sister was then examined. 

The next witness was Mr. Hore, who had married the 
only daughter of the late serjeant. He had seen the plain- 
tiff at the town house of the family. So far as he could 
judge (and he said he was a medical man) she was perfectly 
sane and collected, and he told Mr. Storks that he saw 
nothing the matter with her, and he said, ‘‘ Well, don’t take 
her to-night, but go home and consider of it; but if you 
take her away you must do so at your own cost, for we will 
do nothing more for her.’ Witness said he should apply to 
the British Ambassador for an order to liberate her, to which 
the defendant answered that he would give an order to 
remove her. 

At the conclusion of the witness’s examination he was 
asked by a juror to explain again the reason for his not 
having removed the plaintiff from the asylum when he came 
to Paris for the purpose. 

The witness said he had been told by the defendant that 
he must do so at his own risk, and he had to consider the 
future. She might live many years, and had come out of an 
asylum, &c. 

Feb, 5.—The trial of this case continued. Several wit- 
nesses were called who had known the plaintiff for many 
years and had seen her at times, before she-went with the 
Serjeant to Paris and since her return, and who testified 
that, so far as they had seen or known, she had always ap- 
peared perfectly sane and sensible, and also quite sober. 

Mrs. Hore, the only daughter of the Serjeant, said she 
had known the plaintiff for many years as an old servant of 
the family ; that all the family had a great regard for her, 
and that, ‘‘ one and all,” they had treated her with great 
kindness. During her confinement in the asylum the wit- 
ness received several letters from her, which were put in 
and read. The burden of all of them was to come and take 
her out. She never saw anything in the plaintiff's manner 
of speaking to indicate insanity. She was asked whether in 
1859 she had not observed that her father’s memory and 
= strength seemed to fail, and she said she thought it 

id 


The learned Jupes.—When did you first hear of the will? 

Witness.—Kearns first told me of it after she came out of 
the asylum. I had not heard of it before. 

Feb. 6,—The proceedings began this morning by reading 
the examination of Sir Tne Storks. He thought the 
plaintiff had a sharp temper of her own,—a ‘‘ very excitable 
woman.” Between himself and his brother no plan was 
discussed as to treatment of the plaintiff as a lunatic, but 
they were both most anxious about a provision for her, and 
agreed that she was to be provided for by the family. 
**The plaintiff,” said Sir Henry, “has a wild appearance 
now ; she always had a wildish appearance, but wilder now 
that she is older.” 

After the reading of this deposition, 

The Solicitor-Generad rose and said that terms had been 
agreed upon, and the case was settled. He understood it 
was admitted, on the one side, that the defendant had 
acted with good intentions, and tha imputation of a bad 
design was withdrawn ; and, on the ether hand, it was ad- 
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mitted that he might have been too precipitate in acting on 
the certificates he fad received, 

Mr. Seymour desired it to be distiuctly understood that 
it was not admitted on his side that the plaintiff ever had 
been of unsound mind. Terms, however, had been agreed 
upon which secured her a comfortable provision for life, 
and with which she was satisfied. 

One or two of the jury asked the plaintiff if she were 
satisfied, or, at least, desired to do so, but 

The learned JupGE said, as the case was at an end by 
consent, such question could not. be asked. 

A juror was then withdrawn, and thus the case ended. 

* It transpired that the plaintiff, Miss Kearns, is to have 
an annuity of £100 a year, £500 in cash, and the costs of 
the action as between attorney and client. 

In the next case, in which there had been a ‘‘ view,” for 
which the jurors had been paid, only two or three appeared. 


The learhed JupcE said the absent jurors must be fined. 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

Feb. 6.—Pinero vy. Goodlake—Mr. Serjeant Tindal At- 
kinson, Mr, Thomas, and Mr. E. Bromley were counsel for 
the plaintiff; the Solicitor-General, Mr. Coleridge, Q.C., 
and Mr. C. W. Wood for the defendant. 

This was an action against The Times for an alleged 
libel. The plaintiff is an attorney, carrying on business at 
39, Great James-street, Bedford-row, and the defendant is 
the printer and the publisher of The Times newspaper. 
The complaint was founded upon reports which appeared in the 
Times of proceedings at the Clerkenwell Police-court on the 
23rd and 30th of November in last year. 

The objection taken by Mr. Pinero to this report was that 
it omitted a part of what took place before the magistrate, 
and particularly the cross-examination of Mr. Fletcher by 
Mr. Pinero. That in the course of such cross-examination, 
Mr. D’Eyncourt observed that a criminal prosecution could 
not be sustained; and that the charge contained in the 
summons had been repeated after the case had, in fact, been 
settled. The’ plaintiff wrote a letter to the defendant com- 
plaining of these reports, and on the 8th of December 
o_pengregh appeared in the Times to the following 
effect :— 

“*A letter having been received frem Mr. J. Norton, 
of 65, Cambridge-terrace, Hyde-park, dated Dec. 6, com- 
plaining of the report of the case Fletcher v. Pinero, re- 
— in our impression of the 24th ult., it has been re- 
erred to our reporter, who states the report is correct in 
every material particular.” 

In support of the plaintiff's case, Mr. Pinero himself, 
his son, and Mr. Alexander, the clerk at the police-court, 
were called. 

The defendant called no witness ; but Mr. Coleridge, Q.C., 
addressed the jury for the defence. 

Mr. Baron Marrtrn, in addressing the jury, said the whole 

uestion was for them, but he was himself of opinion that 
the ‘reports in question were prima facie libellous, The 
question, therefore, was whether they were privileged. Now, 
reports of judicial proceedings, however injurious, were 

rivileged if honestly made. A distinction had formerly 

en made between preliminary proceedings before a magis- 
trate and proceedings before a judge and jury, but the law 
was now otherwise. The question, therefore, was whether 
the reports were impartial and correct—meaning by ‘‘ im- 
partial,” fair between the parties; and by ‘‘ correct,” not 
verbatim, but in substance. 

The jury, after considering for about an hour, found a 
verdict for the plaintiff, with £10 damages, 


COMMON PLEAS, 

Feb. 5.—A special jury cause which was fixed for to-day 
in this court went off, only six special jurors answering to 
their names, 

The learned Jupcr said that he should leave the jury- 
men who were absent to be dealt with by the Lord Chief 
Justice, 

An accident case was then taken before a common jury, 
and was only partly heard when his Loxpsutr rose to attend 
at the opening of Parliament. 


COURT OF ALDERMEN. 
Feb, 1.—A report was presented from the General Pur- 
poses Committee by Mr. Alderman Rose, the chairman, in 


, 





SS 
reference to the mode of preparing lists for summonj 
jurors. 7) 
It having come to the knowledge of the Court of- 
Aldermen that there existed a system by which jurymen, whan 
summoned, evaded the performance of the duty, and algo, 
the fine to which they —— be liable for non-atte 
they instructed the City Solicitor to make due inquirigs. 
into the matter, and especially into an affidavit sworn 
Charles Mayhew to excuse Mr. Bentham for not attending- 
as a juryman in the Mayor’s Court. The result of those jn. 
quiries disclosed that the ewer By that affidavit was part 
of a regular system 4 which Mayhew had for someting 
been obtaining a livelihood. Mayhew had formerly been , 
clerk in the office of the clerk of Tower Ward, and in that 
capacity had obtained access to the jury lists for that 
ward, This enabled him to call upon the jurymen and 
offer, for a subscription of a guinea a-year, to get themex- 
cused from serving in that capacity in any court. He. 
succeeded in obtaining a numerous y of subscribérg. 
—a circumstance which spread beyond the ward, as his ser- 
vices became known by being communicated from j 
men in the ward to friends without. The method 
adopted to discharge his obligation to the subscribers was. 
this: anyone who had been summoned ‘sent the summons 
to Mayhew, and he sent a lad to the Court with instruc. 
tions to say the juryman in question had left London for- 
Ireland, or for some part of the continent, before the sum- 
mons was served, and would not return until the day for 
which he was summoned would be past. In many eases. 
this was sufficient, but if from any cause the juryman was. 
fined, a similar statement was then sworn to, the actual 
deponent to the affidavit being Mayhew, although he was. 
not the person professedly making theaffidavit, the latterbeing 
at some times describedas the juryman himself, at othersbeing 
a fictitious personage, describing himself as the juryman’s 
clerk. Mayhew could pursue this course with comparative 
impunity, as he never went a second time to the same 
Commissioner to make an affidavit. Acccident at last led 
to his detection and the disclosure of the actual state of 
things. A warrant was then obtained for his arrest, and subse- 
quently Richard Joshua Davies, who had been his clerk, was: 
also arrested for having signed one of those affidavits as thede- 
ponent, although he was not so in fact. They were both com- 
mitted for trial at the October sessions of the Central 
Criminal Court, but in consequence of Mayhew’s illness the 
trial was postponed until the November sessions, Mayhew 
being then still too ill to be tried. Davies was tried alone 
and convicted. Mayhew afterwards died without being 
tried. Had he lived to be convicted it was the City Solici- 
tor’s intention to have obtained from him, if ible, such 
evidence as would have justified him in asking for the autho- 
rity of the Court of Aldermen to prefer indictments against 
some of his subscribers, who were, at least, gets ¢ guilty 
with him. His death had, however, put an end to any 
such proceedings, as he alone could have given the evidence 
necessary to procure a conviction. As to Davies, he had 
been in prison since the 1st of October, and one offence only 
being brought home to him, and less grave than that of 
Mayhew, he was sentenced to one month’s imprisonment, 
making, however, a confinement exceeding three months: 
which his crime had entailed upon him. f) 

Mr. Alderman Copeland, Mr. Alderman Sydney, and Sir 
James Duke took occasion to compliment the City Solicitor 
upon the manner in which he had ¢onducted the inquiry. 


EXETER COURT OF BANKTUPTCY. 
(Before B, ANDrews, County Commissioner.) 

Jan. 81.—Re Samuel A, Orton.—Meeting for last exe 
amination and discharged, : 

Mr. Daw appeared for the assignees. The statement read 
by Mr. T. Carrick, the official assignee, was as follows _ 
Owing to unsecured creditors, £1,523 15s, 6d. ; creditors 
payable in full, £14 5s.; creditors holding security, 
£1,095 10s. 11d. ; property held by secured creditors, 
£840 10s. 11d., leaving a deficit of £255 ; total liabilities, 
£1,793 0s. 6d. Assets—good debts, £104 5s. 3d. ; esti- 
mated value of £204 8s, 4d.as bad debts, £100 ; property 
given up and sold, £315 ; other bills, £12; two shares 1m 
the United Kingdom Telegraph Company, £6 ; total assets 
worth about £438, leaving a deficit of £1,360 0s. 6d. T 
principal portion owing to unsecured creditors had been 1n- 
curred within the past three years, About £670 was-for 
borrowed cash and interest thereon; £183 for purchase 
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eash received on account of a client. The remainder of the 
debts were for personal expenses and law costs, The se- 
eured creditors hold a mortgage payable on the death of | 
Mrs. Orton, aged 68, and some small policies. The first | 
mortgage was worth £636 13s. 4d. Bankrupt was ex- 
amined at some length by Mr. Daw and by Mr. Weymouth, 
solicitor, of Kingsbridge, who appeared for Mr. Hope, a 
ereditor for £200. 

His Honour said that the present statement of accounts 
must be amended, and adjourned the case until February 
28th 

BRISTOL BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
(Before J. D. Hitz, Q.C., Commissioner.) 

Feb. 1.—Mr. Charles Bradgate, solicitor, of Newport, ap- 

ared on a charge of contempt of court. 

It appeared from the affidavit of Charles Bennett, clerk to 
Messrs. Press & Inskip, that on being served with a summons 
on January 22, returnable the next morning, and tendered 
the sum of £2 for conduct money, Mr. Bradgate became 
very excited, and said that it was impossible for him to 
attend at this honourable court on the return of the said 
summons, as he had important business to attend to at New- 

rt, and that the deponent might tell the commissioner that 

e would see him before he would come on the day 
mentioned in the aforesaid summons. So far the case was 
admitted, and Mr. Bradgate expressed his sorrow for the 
offensive expression, saying, however, that he thought 


” the conduct money insufficient. There was, however, another 


agraph to the effect that, on being asked whether, if 
fo coul not attend at this honourable court on the day 
mentioned, he would attend on the following day, and he re- 
plied that he would not say when he would attend, and that he 
also said it was useless to ask any questions. This statement 
was denied, and Mr. Bradgate said that he would have gladly 
come on Friday, but that the question was never asked. 

The following conversation ensued :— 

His Honovr.—If you know anything of your profession, 
sir, which I very much doubt, for you seem to me one of 
those persons who ought never to have been permitted— 

Mr. Bradgate.—I am surprised— 

His Honour.—Hold your tongue, Sir. You are in con- 
tempt already ; don’t increase it. 

r. Bennett.—I recollect particularly mentioning that, 
and Mr. Bradgate replied, and said he would not tell me 
when he weal come. I could not get any satisfactory 
answer from him. 

His Honour (to Mr. Bradgate).—Have you anything to 
say why you should not be adjudged to have committed a 
very gross contempt of this court ? 

Mr. Bradgate——I admit I was wrong in the observation I 
made use of, and I would have gladly come if I had had 
only two days’ notice. 

His Honovr, after observing that Mr. Bradgate might 
easily have arranged to obey the simmons, said :—You have 
not been persistent in your contumacious conduct, but your 
very great insolence must not be passed over without a visi- 
tation. You are adjudged to be in contempt, and vou are 
adjudged for that contempt to pay a fine of £5 to the Queen, 
and to be imprisoned till that fine is paid; and you are 
further adjudged to pay all the costs that have been occasioned 
by your contumacy, viz., the costs of the warrant, and your 
costs of coming and of returning are refused. (To the mes- 
Senger): Take him away in custody till he has paid his fine 
and costs. , 

Mr, Bradgate was then removed. 


MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 

Feb, 4.—The Utility of Grand Juries.—In a case in 
which the Grand Jury returned ‘‘No true bill,” the As- 
SISTANT-JUDGE called them before him, and asked whether 
they had heard the evidence of all the witnesses. 

he Foreman said they had. 

The AssisTant-JUDGE said that as there was great differ- 
ence of opinion as to the propriety of continuing grand 
juries, he wished them to be present while he questioned the 

itnesses. 

Three witnesses were then called. The prosecutor stated 
that he marked money in order to discover who was rob- 
bing him, and that the accused was cleaning a window with 
® duster, which he placed ina drawer. An assistant saw 





him take money from the till and put it inhis pocket, The 


cook found one of the marked coins in the drawer with the- 


The AssisTaAnT-JuDGE said he had no right to put any 
other question to them than‘the one which he had already 
put ; but it was the duty of the Court to see that the wit- 
nesses had given them the same account which they had 
given to the magistrate who committed the case for trial, 
because sometimes witnesses were tampered with and varied 
from their evidence. 

The Foreman said there were two dusters in the drawer,. 
and it might be that another servant put the marked 
shilling there. 

The AsstsTant-JuDGE.—I cannot discuss it with you. 

“Your duty is te say whether there be a case for investiga- 
tion. 
MANSION-HOUSE POLICE COURT. 

Feb. 6.—Arthur Robert Chapman, a clerk to a solicitor, 
was charged on remand, before the Lord Mayor, with steal- 
ing the proceeds of a cheque for £52 odd, the moneys of 
Messrs. Miller, solicitors, of Sherborne-lane. The check 
was handed to the prisoner by Messrs. Miller to fey legacy 
duty. It was made payable to the prisoner himself, and‘ he- 
took it to the bank and cashed it, but instead of 
legacy duty, for which the cheque was drawn, he applied 
the money to his own use, and shortly afterwards left Messrs- 
Miller’s service, and it was not until an application had 
been made to them for its payment by the authorities at 
Somerset-house that they learned that it had not been paid. 

The prisoner reserved his defence. 

The Lorp Mayor committed him for trial on the charge 
of stealing the check. 


ying the 


WORSHIP STREET POLICE COURT. 

Feb. 2.--Thomas Hudspith was charged with stealing 
moneys intrusted to him by his employer, Mr. John Steer 
Hincks, solicitor, of King-street, Finsbury. 

Mr. W. T. Marriott, forthe prosecutor, stated that the pro- 
ceedings were taken entirely on public grounds, as a caution to 
persons engagedin such matters. Mr. Hincksswore that, in the 
early part of December last, prosecutor conducted a case, 
Hastilow vy. Stobie, and the prisoner received instructions 
from Mr. Garside Sheppard, the managing clerk, to serve 
subpenas in it, and pay the ‘‘conduct money ;” and he was 
given sums amounting to £7 5s., and a list of witnesses’ 
names. He handed in an account of the money alleged to 
have been paid by him, and returned £1 3s. 5d. as the 
balance of the account. Some days afterwards a lady named 
Ablett wrote to the prosecutor, informing him that it was 
her intention not to attend as a witness, at the same time 
intimating that, although she had signed for the subpena, the 
conduct money had not been paid. Prisoner was imme- 
diately called on to explain, and holding the list in his hand, 
and pointing to the lady's name, said, ‘‘ Why, you have her 
signature, Sir ; that is receipt for the money.” Suspicion, 
however, was aroused, and several other important witnesses 
were found who had been induced to sign for their subpenas 
without being paid their conduct money. The prisoner, on 
seeing Mrs. Ablett’s letter, made every endeavour to repai 
his fault by paying the amounts he should have paid at first, 
and requesting that the delay might not be mentioned to 
his employer. 

Mr. Vann, forthe prisoner, admitted that his conduct had 
been most censurable, but contended that no felony had been 
committed. What he really had been guilty of was most 
unjustifiable delay, for which he now ex bess penitence. 
No one of the persons referred to was a loser in any way by 
the irregularity in question. 

Mr. ELLISON said this was a really important matter, and 
the conduct of the prisoner was most pernicious. He must 
stand his trial at the Old Bailey, but might putin two 
sureties of £30 each as bail. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


CoNVEYANCING. 
Sir,—I think there is an error in the answer to the second 
question for final examination, under the head of conveyanc- 
ing in your last number. The question does not state or im- 
ply that A., B., and C. are children or other issue of the tes- 


tator, and if they are not A.’s share would not go to his chil- 
dren if he had any, but to the testator’s next of kin, Wills. 
Act, 1 Vict. ¢. 26, s, 33. Wituam Dawson. 
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Hitary TERM EXAMINATION. 
Sir,—The answers given in your last week’s issue to the 
- conveyancing question No. 2 appears to me to be incorrect. 
The question is ‘‘A testator gives the residue of shis per- 
sonal estate to A., B., and C. in equal shares. A. dies in 
the lifetime of the testator. To whom will his share go?” 
The answer given is ‘‘ A.’s issue, if he had any, would stand 
in the place of their parent, if no contrary intention appears 
by the will. If A. had no issue living at his decease, the 
bequest would go to testator’s next of kin.” 
submit that A., B., and C., as put in the question, are 
strangers and not children, and that the gift to them is in 
common, therefore the Wills Act does not prevent A.’s share 
Yapsing. i fie a 
{Obviously or correspondents are correct, the gentleman 
who wrote the answers must kave read the question asif A., 
B., and C. were the children of the testator.—Ed. S. J.] 





BEARDED BARRISTERS. 

Sir, —‘‘ A Pard”’ succeeds in being very jocose at his own 
expense, and tries to be witty at the expense of anti-hirsute 
prejudices. May I briefly give my reasons against forensic 
*‘pards?” They are—first, that the combination of a wig* 
and beard and moustache is repugnant to the eye, perhaps 
from habit, but I think more likely because they are natur- 
ally and intrinsically unsuited to each other ; like, for in- 
stance, certain colours which never harmonise with each 
other, except to the eyes of some persons of vitiated sight ; 
secondly, I believe that a beard and moustache prevent a 
person being heard in court as distinctly as if he had not 
them.t Ihave heard that a baron in the Exchequer has ex- 
pressed an objection to gentlemen of the ‘‘pard” kind on 
this ground. And certainly it seems pretty clear that a per- 
son whose mouth is covered with hair cannot make his 
‘words as distinctly heard as a person before whose words 
there impend no such obstacles. But ‘‘A Pard” asks, sup- 
posing it admitted that some of his growth ought to be re- 
moved, how is he to know how much “ hirsute protection ” 
he may retain—whether he may discard the moustache 
and retain a beard, or, if he must part with the latter, he may 
he retain a Newgate frill? 1 fear your correspondent is only 
hairsplitting. However, if he seriously desires an opinion, 
I would say that it is alla question of degree, and that the 
person who wears a beard (of ordinary dimensions of course), 
though he may deter a few of the more timid, yet there is 
not much danger that he will frighten away any one of 

- average physical or moral courage. With the Newgate frill 
he will be perfectly safe, particularly if he goes in for 
criminal business. ONE OF THE BAREFACED. 





OBTAINING LEAVE TO PROCEED AS IF PERSONAL SERVICE 
HAD BEEN EFFECTED. 

Sir,—The section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1852, provides that ‘‘ The service of the writ of summons, 
wherever it shall be practical, shall, as heretofore, be per- 
sonal, but it shall be lawful for the plaintiff to apply from 
time to time, on affidavit, to the court out of which the 
writ of summons issued, or toa judge, and in case it shall 
appear to such court or judge that reasonable efforts have 
been made to effect personal service, and either that the writ 
has come to the knowledge of the defendant, or that he wil- 
fully evades service of the same, and has not appeared 
thereto, it shall be lawful for such court or judge to order 
that the plaintiff be at liberty to proceed, &c. 

Now, there is nothing in the diction or punctuation of 
‘the above section which can enable a person to say whether 
the Legislature intended that there must be— 

1. Reasonable effort to effect personal service. 

2. That writ has come to knowledge of the defendant ; or 

that he wilfully evades service. 

3. That he has not appeared. 

Or the following:— 
1. Reasonable effort to effect personal service, 
2. That the writ has come to the knowledge of the defen- 
dant; or that he wilfully evades service and has not 
appeared. 


I think the section is open to each of these interpretations, * 


and yet they differ considerably in their effect. 





* This may be partially true of a moustache, if ve: i 
utterly inapplicable to a —Ed. 8. J. ; eee 
t - - oaks BBs. 3 is = itself so ‘* repugnant to the eye,” 

- excep e case of “persons of vitiated taste,” that nothi 
to ite absurdity.—Ed, S. J, . ge 





Are any of your readers aware of any decision on the sec. 
tion? I know that some writers have divided the section 
according to the first interpretation above suggested, and 
which I incline to think is the more consonant to sense, but 
I should be very glad to know if there has been any decision, 
I should, however, also like, if any of your corresponden 
though he may not know of any case, would endeavour to 
clear up the difficulty by a reference to the present practice 
under the above section, or to the former practice when g 
writ of distringas was to be obtained. 

APPRENTICIUS AD LEGEM, 





PROCEEDINGS AT AUCTIONS. 

Sir,—The other day I attended a sale by auction of fur. 
niture and effects and the lease of the house. ‘While wait. 
ing for the latter to be put up I watched the sale of some 
of theeffects. There were aset of men and women there, who 
were the chief bidders, indulging now and then in a 
deal of noisy chaff, and some times almost coming to blows, 
I was myself assaulted at the door of the house by :—‘‘ Want 
a catalogue, Sir?” ‘*But you must have a catalogue,” &&, 
Several of this cliqne, with the most villainous looking ” 
countenances in front, I could not help noticing. One in 
particular drew my attention by the look on his face, which 
said, as plainly as if he had cried out, ‘‘I am doing some. 
thing wrong.” Presently I saw him, as each hair mattress 
came to be examined, cut a hcle, pull out a handful of hair 
and put it into his pocket. No doubt by the end of the day 
he would have appropriated a large quantity and spoiled a 
great number of mattresses. Many others followed the same 
course in spite of the protestations of the worthy auctioneer, 
who would be glad if this practice could be put a stop to in 
any way. I have been informed this kind of robbery is 
quite a system. Is there any remedy? No one could 
identify a piece of horsehair. The ostensible reason for cut- 
ting the mattress is to examine the quality of it.  R. T. 


Sir,—I am preparing for final examination in Trinity 
Term, 1867, and am ata loss to ascertain when it will be 
held, so that I may give the required notices. If you can 
give the date and some little hint as to time of services of 
notices, &c., in your next number, you will confer a great 
favour on An ARTICLED CLERK, 








APPOINTMENTS. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed JoserpH Wius Rup- 
pook, Roperr CARR FLUKER, and Henry RIcHARDsON, 
Esqs., Magistrates for the borough of Berwick-upon-Tweed. 


Mr. Witt1Am WALLIS, of Newark-upon-Trent, Notts, 
has been appointed by the Lord Chancellor 2 Commissioner 
to Administer Oaths in the High Court of Chancery in 
England. 


Mr. GrorceE Cox, Jun., of the firm of Cox & Sons, 14, 
Size-lane, in the city of London, has been appointed, by the 
Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, a Com- 
missioner for Taking Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married 
Women within the cities of London and Westminster and 
the county of Middlesex. 


Tuomas Henry Farrer, Esq., Assistant Secretary in 
the Marine Department of the Board of Trade, to succeed 
Sir James Emerson Tennent, Bart., ss permanent secretary 
to that body. 


CHARLES CEcIL TREVOR, Esq., to be Assistant Secretary 
to the Board of Trade for Harbours and Foreshores. 
Trevor was called to the bar by the Hon. Society of Lin- 
coln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1855, and has practised at the 


Equity bar. 


PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, Feb. 7. 
STRIKES, 

Lorp Sr. Leonarps introduced a bill for the purpose of 
providing Courts of Arbitration to settle disputes between 
workmen and their employers. The necessity for such 
courts had been certified to by a committee of the House 
Commons ; and the French law, which he had taken as & 
model for his bill, had been found to answer admirably. ' It 
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was impossible to frame a law which would prevent strikes 
al er ; a strike was a war in which each party persis- 

sought victory, and the Legislature should endeavour 
to provide means for settling as speedily as possible the 
differences out of which strikes arose. He did not wish to 
make it compulsory on the masters or workmen to seek the 
sid of his proposed Courts of Conciliation ; but if the par- 
ties did ap ae the Court, its decision, he thought, should 
be enforced. 
Pustic ScHoons BiLt. 

The EARL OF Dersy introduced a bill upon this subject 
nearly identical with a measure which was passed by their 
Lordships last session, but which failed to pass the House of 
Commons, owing to the late period of the. session at which 
it was brought in. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, Feb. 5. 
Tue Bankruptcy Law. 

Colonel TAYLOR gave notice that on Thursday, the 28th 
inst., the ATTORNEY-GENERAL would ask for leave to bring in 
Billto consolidate and amend the Acts relating to insolvent 
traders and non-traders in England, and for other purposes 
connected therewith. 

Tue Irtso Lord CHANCELLOR. 

Mr. MonsELL gave notice that on Tuesday next he should 
move for leave to bring in a bill to repeal so much of the 
Roman Catholic Emancipation Act as prohibits persons pro- 
fessing the Roman Catholic religion from holding the office 
of Lord Chancellor of Ireland. 

Wednesday, Feb. 6. 
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. 

Mr. Hissert asked the Home Secretary whether it was 
his intention to bring in any bill based on the report of the 
Capital Punishment Commission ; and, if so, whether that 

ill would contain clauses as to the mode of carrying out 
capital | pee meager 

A. ALPOLE said the bill of last year did not come down 
from the House of Lords till nearly the close of the session. 
Two bills had been prepared, having for their object to se- 
parate the two distinct branches of the subject—namely, 
that relating to crime, and that relating to capital punish- 
ment. The two bills would shortly be introduced, 

Thursday, Feb, 7. 
Tue LAw or ForFEITURE. 

Mr. C. Forster asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether it was his intention to bring in during 
the present session any bill for the abolition of the law of 
forfeiture founded on the provisions of the bill which ob- 
tained the assent of that House last session. 








IRELAND. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
' Hitary TERM, 1867. 
The following gentlemen have been admitted to practise 
as attorneys and solicitors:— 
James Riordan, 24, Dame-street. 
G. Fitzjames Barry, 69, Middle Abbey-street. 
Peter Macaulay, 18, Middle Gardiner-street. 
Whiteside Godfrey Nelson, 44, Mountjoy-street. 
Thomas Perry, 11, Bachelor’s-walk. 
Josias Tresilian Sullivan, 14, Upper Ormond-quay. 
Thomas Kelly, 17, Middle Gardiner-street. 
Simon Creagh, Jun., 40, Lower Ormond-quay. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
LAMIRANDE’S CASE. 

Hardly any paper, with the exception of the Gazette des 
Tribunaua, has taken notice of the demand which has been 
made by the English Government for the restitution of 

irande, on the gree ‘that he was claimed by a com- 
mercial, and not a political agent ; that the crime with which 
he was charged was not mentioned in the Treaty of 43; and 

t a superior court overruled the decision of the inferior 
Court which condemned him in Canada. The Gazette denies 
that England has any just grounds for making this demand, 
and then adds :— 





‘¢The delivering up of an accused person when claimed by 
a foreign Power is an act of sovereignty, and can be effected. 
without any special treaty on the subject. Such a treaty 
has as between the contracting parties merely the object of 
facilitating their relations, and affirming that they recipro- 
cally engage to employ in certain cases and in a fixed man- 
ner their inherent right to accord extradition. But be- 
cause a Government may have entered into an arrangement 
with another country to deliver up malefactors accused of. 
such or such a crime when claimed in a particular manner— 
by means of a diplomatic agent, for instance —it by no means. 
follows that the same Government cannot, if it think pro- 
per, consent to the extradition of a person accused of a 
crime not mentioned in the treaty, even if called for by 
another mode than that stipulated. England, consequently, 
was absolutely entitled if she chose to give up Lamirande 
even for a crime not provided for by the English law, and even 
though the application was made by another channel than 
through a diplomatic agent. Having acted on herright and 
accorded an extradition, either in a case foreseen by treaty 
or quite independently of the provisions of such an Act, she 
cannot now go back on the fact accomplished, and modify the 
act of sovereignty which emanated from her herself. If the 
English diplomatic agents, in the Queen’s name, call for the 
delivery of an individual given up by their Government toa 
foreign Power, affirming that the Queen and her Cabinet—in 
other words, the executive authority—had committed a 
blunder, the reason evidently is that for the English Cabinet 
the fact of according, refusing, or annulling an extradition 
is an act of sovereignty. But that is a very different doc- 
trine from what was supported by many English speakers in. 
Parliament, for they alleged that extradition was an act 
emanating from justice, and not an administrative measure. 
In now claiming Lamirande the English Government would 
give the finishing blow to that declaration ; for if that 
criminal was delivered up in virtue of a judicial decision, how: 
can the administrative authorities errogate to themselves the 
right to judge and reform that decision of justice which has 
acquired the authority of a matter judged and terminated?” 


AMERICA. 

New York, Jan. 14--The Supreme Court has decided 
that the test oath enacted by the Missouri Legislature, and 
that enacted by Congress to be taken by attorneys before 
practising in the Supreme Court, were unconstitutional. 

The Supreme Court set aside the oath as unconstitutional, 
on the ground that it was ex post facto in its operation, and 
in its nature is equivalent to punishment without trial. 

In the second case, two attorneys who took part in the re- 
bellion, but were subsequently pardoned by the President, 
asked to be re-admitted to practise in the court. The test 
oath prescribed by Congress prevented their re-admission, 
and they applied to the Court to rescind it. 

Justice Field delivered the opinion of the majority of the 
court, sustaining the request and setting aside the oath in 
its application to practising attorneys. According to this. 
opinion, not only is the test unconstitutional on account of 
its retrospective character, but the court holds that, what- 
ever the offences of the parties, the pardon of the Executive. 
relieves them from penalties, and restores them, in the eyes. 
of the law, to the status they occupied before they rebelled. 
The court further decides that Congress has no authority to 
limit the prerogative of mercy ; and that, moreover, attorneys 
oes officers of the court, Congress has no jurisdiction over- 
them. 

From these decisions, Chief Justice Chase and three other 
Judges dissented. 








GERMANY. 
SABBATH OBSERVANCE. 

A law exists in Germany to prevent drinking on the - 
Sabbath during Divine service. It runs thus:—‘‘Any 
goes drinking in an ale-house during Divine service on 
Sunday or other holiday, may legally depart without pay- 
ing.” 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
The forty-third annual meeting of the proprietors of the- 
Law Life Assurance Society was held on the 2nd inst. at. 
the society’s office, Fleet-street, Mr. G. Martin in the chair. 
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From the report presented it appeared that on December 
lst last the assets of the society amounted to nearly five 
and a quarter millions sterling, and that its annual income 
fell but little short of half a million. The number of policies 
issued during the year 1866 was 197, assuring £273,390, 
and producing premiums amounting to £9,973 9s. The 
total number of policies struck off the books during 1866, on 
account of deaths, surrenders, expiration of term, and 
other causes, was $36, the sum assured thereby being 
£367,613. The charge of management, inclusive of the 
sum assigned by the proprietors as remuneration to the 
‘directors, amounted to 23 per cent. upon the society’s gross 
income. The net income from the Conemara and Mayo 
estates during the year was £9,948 13s. 2d., being after the 
wate of £4 4s. 5d. per cent. on the sum they now repre- 
sented as an asset in the society’s accounts. From the in- 
terest accruing during the year from the investments of the 
guarantee fund the directors proposed in April next to pay 
a dividend of £3 12s. per share, free of income-tax, being 
after the rate of 36 per cent. per annum in the amounts 
paid up in respect of each share. The directors intimated 
that the next division of profits will be made up to 31st 
December, 1869, and that all policies on the participating 
scale, effected during the current year, will participate in 

em. 

The CarrMAn, in moving the adoption of the report, re- 
‘ferred to some of the most important results of the opera- 
tions of the society, and congratulatad the proprietors on 
the position in which their affairs stood. Mr. Edward Foss 
seconded the motion for the adoption of the report, and, 
after the satisfactory answering of some questions by the 
Chairman, it was agreed to unanimously. 

Messrs. J. J. Telaiantinn: J. H. Christie, and Basil T. 
Noodd were elected directors in place of Mr. Serjeant Storks, 
deceased, and Messrs. William Brougham and W. H. Finney, 
retired. A vote of thanks to the Chairman concluded the 
business. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society, held at the Law Institution 
on Tuesday last, Mr. Widdowes in the chair, the question 
discussed was No. 382, legal :—‘‘Devise to A. for life. 
Gift over on his being declared bankrupt. A. was adjudged 
bankrupt, but before creditors’ assignee appointed or claim 
made to property, annulled the bankruptcy. Did the gift 
over take effect? Shee v. Hale, 13 Ves. 404; White v. 
“Chitty, 14 W. R. 366; Lloyd v. Lloyd, 2L. R. Eq. V.C.W. 
723, 10 Sol. Jour. 964.” The affirmative side was opened 
by Mr. Munton, and the negative by Mr. Wheeler, The 
question was ultimately carried in the affirmative. The 
number of members present having been twenty-four. 

Honour list.—The secretary announced that four members 
of this society had taken honours at the recent Hilary Term 
final examination, viz., Mr. Montagu, who obtained a prize ; 
Messrs. Harold Brown, and Sidney Woolf, who obtained 
certificates of merit ; while Mr. H. A. Stephens was stated 
to have passed such a satisfactory examination as would have 
entitled him, had he been under the age of twenty-six, to a 
prize or certificate of merit. Mr, Walls, who has been pro- 
posed as a member, and will be balloted for next Tuesday, 
also took a certificate of merit. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this society in Clement’s-inn Hall, on 
Wednesday last, with Mr. E. F. Davis, F.R.G.S., in the 
chair, it was moved by Mr. H. E. Stenning :—‘‘ That articled 
clerks should employ the first two years at least of their 
articles in copying drafts, and otherwise learning the minor 
working details of a solicitor’s office.” The motion was opposed 
by Mr. Henderson, and, after an interesting and animated 
discassion, sustained by twenty-five members, was lost by a 
small majority. 








OBITUARY. 


HENRY CRABB ROBINSON, Esq. 

On Tuesday, 4th inst., at his residence in Russell-square, 
died Henry Crabb Robinson, of the Middle Temple, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, whose name is intimately associated with 
some of the greatest literary notabilities of the present 
century. Everyone who has read the biographies of Words- 
worth and Lamb will be familiar with Mr. Robinson’s name. 





He was the intimate friend, and not unfrequently the 
generous patron, of some of the most remarkable of Englj 
authors and artists. To the poet-painter, Blake, he wag 
especially kind, and the value of Blake’s productions wag 
early recognised by him. To Godthe he was known inti. 
mately as a friend and correspondent. Some of the hap. 
piest sayings of Lamb were preserved by his veteran com. 
anion. One which has been often told relates to My, 
binson’s first brief. Hurrying to Lamb, with the brief in 
his hand, and with an exultant air, he exclaimed, ‘ Look 
here, Lamb; I have got my first brief.” |The humorist 
smiled and replied in a well-known quotation from Pope, 
‘*T suppose you said of it, Robinson, 
‘Thou first great cause, least understood!’ ”? 

It was Robinson who endeavoured, though without sue. 
cess, to bring about an intimacy between Wordsworth and 
Blake, and the result of his attempt is among the most 
curious of the anecdotes told of the latter. In more recent 
times Mr. Robinson was known to a very large and culti- 
vated circle in London, by whom his pleasant recollections, 
his fund of good temper, and his extensive knowledge of 
men and things were greatly esteemed. me 5 he had 
reached his ninety-second year, his mind was in full activity, 
Up to within a very short time of his death he was fre. 
quently to be met walking in Russell-square, accompanied 
only by his man-servant. He took a particular interest in 
University College, of which institution he had been one of 
the earliest supporters. Mr. Robinson was unmarried, and 
his means always enabled him to a his literary and 
artistic tastes in a high degree. He will be missed by the 
younger generation, with whom his genial nature had al- 
ways made him a great favourite, as much as by the older 
men who were more of his day. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Mr. E. Cuan.es, on Equity, Monday, February 11. 
Mr. H. W. Lorp, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Friday, February 15. 


LAW CLASSES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW. 


SOCIETY. 

Mr. D. Srurces, on Equity, Monday, February 11, 
class A, elementary and advanced. Wednesday, February 
138, class B, elementary and advanced. 

Mr. A. BaiLey, on Real Property, Tuesday, February 
12, class B, elementary and advanced. Friday, February 18, 
class A, elementary and advanced. 

Mr. E. A. C. ScHatcu, on Common Law, Thursday, 
February 14, class B, elementary and advanced. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, HILARY TERM, 1867, 
Fina EXAMINATION, 


The examiners have recommended the Senite gentle 
men, under the age of 26, as being entitled to honorary 
distinction:— 

OweN WitiiAM Harries, clerk to Mr. Isaac Knowles, 
of Wellington, Salop; Messrs. Potts & Son, of Broseley; and 
Messrs. Prior & Bigg, of London. 

Freperick Vincent Buner, clerk to Mr. George Fisher 
Prideaux, of Bristol ; and Messrs. Loftus, Vizard, Crowder, 
& Anstie, of London. 

ALFRED Grorce RensuAw, clerk to Messrs, Benbow, 
Tucker, & Saltwell, of London ; and Messrs, Flux & Argles, 
of London. 

Hyman Monracu, clerk to Messrs. Linklaters, Hack- 
wood, & Addison, of London. 

Henry Hanp, Jun., clerk to Messrs. Parrott, Colville, & 
May, of Macclesfield. 

Isaac Hopper, clerk to Messrs. Newby, Richmond, & 
Watson, of Stockton-on-Tees ; and Messrs, Cree & Last, of 
London. 

The Council of the Incoporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

o Mr. HArnres, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. : 

To Mr. Bupor, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clement’s-inn, 

To Mr. Rensuaw, Mr. Montacv, Mr. Hayp, and Mr. 
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Horrer, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law Society } 
each. 


The following candidates, under the age of 26, passed 
examinations which entitle them to commendation :— 

BuowN, HaroxD, clerk to Messrs. Linklaters, Hackwood, 
& Addison, of London. 

DurnrorD, Henry Monracv, clerk to Mr. Edward Hut- 

chinson, of London ; and Messrs. Eyre & Lawson, of Lon- 


D. 

_, — JouN Rowsanp LOovELL, clerk to Messrs. 
Corser & Teece, of Shrewsbury ; and Messrs. Woodcock & 
Ryland, of London. 

Jounsoy, ALFRED Butmer, clerk to Messrs, Tilleard, 
Son, Godden, & Holme, of London. 

Leman, Rosert Epwarp, clerk to Messrs. Leman, 
Groves, & Leman, of London. 

Maries, WIitAM, clerk to Messrs. Young, Maples, 
Teesdale, & Nelson, London. 

Morris, WILLIAM, clerk to Messrs. Aldridge, Bromley, & 
Thorn, of London. 

Situ, Stuart Le Bianc, clerk to Messrs. Smith & Son, 
of Richmond, Surrey ; Messrs. Hume & Bird, of London; 
and Mr. Edward Lambert, of London. 

Taoomas, Epwarp Dvumaresq, clerk to Mr. David 
Thomas, of Brecon; and Messrs. Lloyd & Chevallier, of 
London. 

Watts, Joun Parmorg, clerk to Messrs. Shirreff & Son, 
of London. 

Wotre, Freperick, clerk to Messrs. Earle & Smith, 
of Andover ; and Messrs. Garrard & James, of London. 

Wootr, Srpney, clerk to Mr. David Woolf, of London. 

The council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 
merit. 

The answers of the following candidates were highly 
satisfactory, and would have entitled them to prizes or certi- 
ficates if they had not been above the age of 26 :— 

Wiit1amM Henry Co.esoury, clerk to Mr. Alexander 
Clement Foster Gough, LL.D., of Wolverhampton. 

Witu1Am James JARMAIN, clerk to Messrs. Ford & Lloyd, 
of London; and Messrs. James Scott & Co., of London. 

Witi1am REEvE, clerk to Mr. Thomas Cooper, of London. 

Epwarp Smirn, clerk to Messrs. Tilleard, Son, Godden, 
& Holme, of London. 

Henny ALFRED STEPHENS, clerk to Mr. Richard Nation, 
of London. 





COURT PAPERS. 


LANCASHIRE SPRING ASSIZES, 1867. 

The commissions for holding these Assizes will be opened 
at Lancaster, on Tuesday, the 5th of March, at Manchester, 
on Saturday, the 9th of March, and at Liverpool on Satur- 
day, the 23rd of March. 

e entry of causes at Lancaster will commence im- 
mediately after the opening of the commissions on Tuesday, 
the 5th of March, and will close at 9 o’clock on the following 
morning. 

Causes for trial at Manchester and at Liverpool can be 
entered provisionally at the office of the Prothonotary of the 
Court of Common Pleas, at Lancaster, at Preston, as follows 
viz :—Causes for trial at Manchester, on Monday, the 4th of 
March, and daily thereafter until Thursday, the 7th of 
March inclusive, between the hours of 10 o’clock in the 





forenoon and 1 o’clock in the afternoon, and causes for trial 
at Liverpool on Monday, the 18th of March, and? daily 
thereafter until Thursday, the 21st of March inclusive, be- 
tween the above mentioned hours. 

Causes entered provisionally as above mentioned will be 

mally entered and put on the lists at Manchester and 
Liverpool by the prothonotary and associate, in the order of 

elr provisional entry, and before causes entered at Man- 
rand Liverpool respectively. 

The entry of causes at Manchester and Liverpool re- 
Spectively will commence at the assize courts, Manchester, 
and St. George’s Hall, Liverpool, immediately after the open 
ing of the commissions, and will close at nine o'clock in the 
évening, on the commission day. 

The court will sit at ten o'clock in the forenoon at Man- 

ester and Liverpool respectively, on the Monday next fol- 
lowing the commission day. 

The trial of special jury causes will commence at Man- 

r at nine o'clock a.m. on Friday, the 15th of March, and 





at Liverpool at nine o’clock a.m. on Friday, the 29th of 
March, and not earlier. 
A list of causes for trial at Manchester and Liverpool re- 
tively, each day (except the first), will be exhibited in 
e corridor of the court and in the library. 
By order of the Judges, 
(Signed) Epmunp R. Harris, 
Acting Prothonotary and Associate. 
Prothonotary’s office, Preston. 


CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 
HOME. NORTHERN. 


Bovitt, L.C.J., and BrauweE 1, B. Mettor, J., and Sues, J. 
Feb. 27—Hertford Feb. 1e~daeeay 


. 4— fi Carlisle 
~ Ra nero 22—Newcastle and Town 


27—Durham 
5—Lancaster 
9—Manchester 
23—Liverpool 
NORTH WALES. 
CHANNELL, B. 
. 11—Welchpool 
Bal 


Mar. 


MIDLAND. 
Suita, J., and Luss, J. 
Feb. 28—Warwick 
Mar. 6—Derby 
11—Nottingham and Town 
16—Lincoln and City 
22—York and City 
28—Leels 


OXFORD. 
Biacksurn, J., and Prcort, B, 
Feb. 25—Reading 
28—Oxford 
Mar, 4—Worcester and City 
9—Stafford 
20—Shrewsbury 
23—Hereford 
27—Monmouth 
April 2—Gloucester and City 


NORFOLK, 
Mart, B., and WILtEs, J. 
Feb. 27—Oakham 
28—Leicester and Borough 
Mar, 4—Northampton 
7—Aylesbury 
11—Bedford 
14—Huntingdon 
16—Cambridge 20-—Taunton 
29—Bury St. Edmunds 26—Devizes 
23—Norwich and City 29—Bristol 
(Cockstty, L.C.J., will remain in tow2.) 
Last day for full notice of trial—ten days before commission-day at 
each town, 


30—Chester and City 


SOUTH WALES. 
KEarTINe, J. 





Presteign 
30—Chester and City 
WESTERN. 
Ketty, L.C.B., and Bries, J. 
Feb, 27—Winchester 
Mar. 5—Dorehester 
8— Exeter and City 
15—Bodmin 











EsTIMATE FOR THE NEw Law Covurts.—The cubical con- 
tents of the building at ls. per foot cube give £1,253,626, ex- 
clusive of figure sculpture and figure painting. One shilling per 
foot is taken on the ground that the Foreign Office is being built 
at 1s, 03d. per foot, and that the stone fronts there bear a larger 
ea to the whole mass than would be the case at the Law 

ourts. The contract for Glasgow University, a less expensively- 
finished building, gives 73d. per foot cube, both materials and 
labour, however, are cheaper there than in London.—The 
Builder. 

REPRESENTATION OF CoLCHESTER.—Mr. T. J. Miller, M.P., 
has forwarded a letter to Mr. C. H. Hawkins, one of his principal 
local supporters, in which he expresses his desire, with the con- 
currence of his constituents, to accept the Chiltern Hundreds on 
an early day after the meeting of Parliament. Under these cir- 
cumstances Mr. E. K. Karslake, Q.C., has come forward as a 
candidate for the impending vacancy, and has commenced can- 
vassing. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quvorarron, Feb. 7, (867 
(From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.] 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

8 per Cent. Consols, 90f Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Mar. 7, 91 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
8 per Cent. Reduced, 90} Ex Bills, £1000, 4 per Ct. pm 
New 3 per Cent., 90 Ditto, £500, Do pm 
Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, "94 Ditto, £100 & £200, Do pm 
Do. 2} per Cent., Jan. ’94 724 Bank of oo Stock, 6} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. °76 — Ct, (last half-year) 2494 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
India Stock, 10}p Ct. Apr.’74 214) Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 107 


Ditto for Account, Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, °79 106g 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80 107} Ditto mtures, per Cent., 


Ditto for Account, — —_ "64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 88 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Do. Bonda, 4 por hay ene pm 


Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4per Cent. 84 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm 
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RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 





Bristol and Exeter .........ccccccsscssessssoeees 
Cc led Ff 





Glasgow and South-Western .....seceeseeee 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .... 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ..,..... 
Great Northern 1 
Do., A Stock* 1 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Original acl 
Do., West Midland—Oxford 
Do.,do.—Ne FG. ccoccoes eves 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ... ° 
London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 
London, Chatham, and Dover,...........0 
London and North-Western 
London and South-Western 
Mauchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolitan 
Do., New 
Midland 
Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British ees 
North London 
Do., 1864 soveee 
North Staffordshire...........essercesceseseseees! 100 
Scottish Central | 100 
Stock | South Devon ...... ; 100 
Stock | South-Eastern | 100 
Stock | Taff Vale | 100 
10 | Do _— 


















































* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
| Price 





No. of} Dividend 


| per 
shares} per annum Names. Shares share. 





15 
0 
617 
15 


50°0] 5 per cent 
‘| 40 pe & bs 
8 per cent 
71 1s 8d pe 
71 2s 10d pe 


oe 

Clerical, Med. & Gen, Life, 100 

County ... ove vee 100 

Eagle one ooo oes 

Equity and Law ... ove 

English & Scot. Law Life 

5 per cent} Equitable Reversionary...' 

5 percent] Do, New... ae vas! 

5&3pshb| Gresham Life... ...! 

5 per cent; Guardian .,, ove cal 

7 per cent) Home & Co}. Ass., Limtd, 

8} per cent| Imperial Life 4. 4. | 

10 per cent} Law Fire... “ ove 

323 pr cent| Law Life ... 

6 6-7 pr ct} Law Union on ooo! 

‘| 6s p share} Legal & General Life .. 

5 per cent) London & Provincial Law 

10 percent| North Brit. & Mercantile 

124 & bns} Provident Life .., 

20 per cent) Royal Exchange... 

64 per cent| Sun Fire .., ove 
ove | Do. Life ... 


wavsom 
oo* 


tee 
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Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

Strikes, the effects of Trades’ Unions as a cause, are paralisin 
commercial enterprise in all departments of trade. The so-calli 
aristocracy of handicraft is committing au egregious blunder b: 
attempting to secure a physical and intellectual uniformity which 
shall make the hand and head labour of one artificer exactly 
equal in value to that of all others. The result has been that 
a ship-building company at the east end of London, willing to 
make sacrifices to keep their men employed, are unable to take 
contracts because the workmen are prohibited from doing what 
many ofthem gladly would, namely, accept six shillings and six- 
pence per day instead of seven shillings, awaiting the turn in the 
tide of commercial activity. Some of these men are intelligent 
members of society, and it is a pity that they cannot be induced to 
act with thefreedom which they claim, apply themselves diligent! 
to labour, and enjoy the pleasure of that independence whic 
is to be derived from it. It has been calculated that of the 
five millions to be expended in ironclads, three millions must be 
spent in iron, and the opening-up of trade in this one department 
is to a large extent neutralised by a senseless obstinacy. To 
refuse to work because capital gets a return of five per cent., is 
the newest form of killing the goose that lays the golden eggs, 
and betrays an utter forgetfulness of the [obvious fact that the 
employment of capital alone makes skilled labour a necessity. 
This subject will no doubt be vigorously dealt with by the Royal 
Commission about to issue. 

Seldom has there been such a prolongation of quietude in 
transactions upon the Stock Exchange, and the various appli- 
cations which are daily being made at chambers and in tho 
Courts of Chancery, do not tend to a forgetfulness on the part 
of the Paws of the disasters attending the monetary and com- 
mercial crisis of 1866. Although money is abundant and rates 
are low, the risks of investment are so numerous that few trans- 
actions are recorded. 

Foreign and Colonial Loans continue to make their appear- 





ance, and, indeed, these seem likely to be the most successfy] 
operations in the market; for they offer a much larger rate of 
interest than can be obtained in England, and the advan 

of a sinking fund by annual drawings are by many considere@ 
sufficiently tempting. A stimulus to investment and enter- 
prise must surely be | igg: now that the Bank directors, at 
their weekly Court to-day, have reduced the official minimum 
from 3} to 3 percent. Indeed, this afternoon, some large pur- 
chases were made of Foreign Bonds, and prices generally are 
firmer. 

Consols are 90§ to 90% for money, and 903 to 91 for the ac- 
count, 

The dealings in railway shares throughout the week have 
been but limited in number and amount. 

The Committee for investigating the affairs of the Atlantic 
and Great Western Railway Company have been nominated. 

The dividends are :—Berwick, 6 per cent. ted annum ; York, 
54; Leeds, 34; Carlisle, 72, Darlington, 8}; London and South- 

estern, 44; Midland, 6}; London and Brighton, 4. 

Bank Shares are perhaps the firmest of all classes of securi- 
ties in which operations are frequently made, and the last quota-- 
tions are:—London and County at 66} 66% and 663; London. 
Joint-Stock, 43 42} and 43} ex div. ; London and Westminster, 
95 and 944 ex div.; National Provincial, First Issue, at 1353,. 
and the Second Issue, 394 and 39§; Oriental, 44 and 443; The- 
City Bank, 144 and 14} ex div. ; English, Scottish, and Austra- 
lian, 19 and 184; Union of London, 45} and 449; and the Char- 
tered Bank of Australia at 223. 

The report of the London and County shows a total applicable 
to division of £119,467. The directors recommend the usual di- 
vidend of 6 per cent., together with a bonus of 8 per cent., for the 
half-year, leaving 14,467 to be carried forward. The amount due 
on customers’ balances is £12,057,000. The liabilities on ac- 
ceptances are £1,580,761, and the reserve fund amounts to 
£350,000. The dividend for the year is at the rate of 25 per 
cent. It is proposed to issue 12,500 new shares, at £40 per 
share, or £20 premium, to be offered yy'o rata amongst the pro- 

rietors as they appeared on the register on the 4th inst., the 
Fate when the transfer books were closed, making the total 
number of shares 50,000. 

The Bank of Egypt dividend, with bonus, is 18 per cent. per 
annum; London and South-Western, 6 per cent.; Provincial 
Banking Corporation, 7} per cent ; Worcester City and Coun 
Bankize Company, 10 per cent., and bonus 5 per cent. ; Yor 
City and Count , 14 per cent. 

Mr. J. R. Boyson, Government solicitor at Madras, and Mr. 
J. Glen, an auditor of the Land Mortgage Bank of India, have 
been elected directors of the latter company. 

An attempt is being made to resuscitate the Oriental Commer- 
cial Bank (Limited) under the title of the Mediterranean Com- 
mercial Bank (Limited). 

Insurance shares are almost ge gd in price. 

The dividend of the Thames and Mersey Marine Insurance 
Company is at the rate of 20 per cent. per annum. 

The fourth ordinary general meeting of the London and Cale- 
donian Marine Insurance Company (Limited) is called for the 
19th of February, in London. 

Finance, Discount, and Credit shares remain unaltered, with 
very slight exceptions. The last prices are :—London Finance 
are 17} to 16} dis.; General Credit are up }, to 2¢ to 2 dis. ; 
Crédit Foncier, 5} to 4% dis. ; and International, 2} to 2 dis.; 
Hudson’s Bay, 153 to 16; Egyptian Commercial Trading, 45 to 
34 dis. ; and National Discount, 13§ to 134 per share. 

The City Discount Company’s dividend is a little over 10 per 


cent, 
The Crystal Palace Company Lak pone to raise £100,000 of ad- 


ditional capital bearing a preferential dividend. 





An “Avvancep” Divorce LAw.—In Indiana the law of 
divorce is almost as “advanced” as the most radical affinitarian 
could desire, The husband or the wife wishing to be divorced 
has only to leave his or her partner in another State, repair to 
Indiana, reside there six months, then swear to an “ incom- 
patibility of temper ’’ between himself or herself and the said 
partner, and swear—what are lovers’ oaths—that the object of 
the suit is not to form another marriage, and the divorce is at 
once ordered. Practically, one who desires a divorce goes to 
Indiana, gives his case with a certain fee to a lawyer, and 
presented with a decree in seven months from his arrival. In 
travelling through Indiana I have often seen lounging about 
the hotels or in the fields, we novels or carrying on flirta- 
tions with ay ye divorces, these wandering forms of a dead 
past, waiting to be borne over to the Elysian fields of single 

lessedness. In the old settlements of the eastern part of 
America, “ going to Indiana’’ has as significant a meaning a8 
“ going to Coventry ;’’ but in the Far West there is little doubt 
that the Indiana (4 marks the direction in which the 
ular sentiment is setting. And indeed, now that 0 divorce 
oes not in that region involve the ruin of the character of either 
party, it is remarkable with what equanimity either learns that 
the other has, in the phrase of the place, “ filed a bill.” A dis- 
tinguished politician and senator of Indiana, becoming in 
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‘ -ment for making Kansas a free State, left his wife and 
ints tte that territory, fitending to return soon. Becoming 
ever, identified with the struggles of Kansas, the senator 
stayed away very long. His wife at length demanded his 
‘ yeturn. He wrote back that it was impossible to return. His 
wife waited a liitle, and then wrote declaring that, unless he 
returned by a stated time, she would sue for a divorce. The 
- genator made no reply, but gave her a glowing account of the 
patriotic movements in which he bore an important part. The 
next letter he received was from the clerk of a court in Indiana, 
_ informing him that his wife had filed a bill with another from a 
lawyer offering to defend him. The senator wrote back to the 
lawyer as follows :— Dear sir,—Yours to hand. My wife says 
she will not stand my long absence, If I were she I would not 
‘stand iteither. I shall offer no —— to her suit,—Yours, 
&., ——.” Two years after, when the divorce had long been 
ted, this senator returned to Washington as the senator of 
the Free State of Kansas, visited his old home in Indiana, and 
found his wife still blooming and handsome, and surrounded by 
admirers. With the rest he visited her from time to time, became 
ntly the accepted lover, and was re-married to her.— Fraser’ s 
Vagazine. 
Tue Soricrtors’ L1rERoAt.—On Monday week some interest- 
* ing harbour trials took place in the Regent’s Canal Dock, Lime- 
house, with a fine lifeboat, the cost of which has been F panos eaay to 
theNational Lifeboat Institution by the solicitors and proctors of 
England, through Mr. F. Ouvry and Mr. W. M. Wilkinson. The 
boat is 33 feet long, 8 feet wide, and rows 10 oars, double banked, 
The usual valuable properties of self-righting, self-ejecting water, 
stability, &c., characteristic of the lifeboats of the institution, 
were fully and satisfactorily shown on the occasion. The lifeboat 
is to be stationed at Winchelsea, on the coast of Sussex. 


_ Tue Quvueen’s Spercu.—The following portions of her 
Majesty’s speech in the opening of Parliament on Tuesday last, 
related to matters already discussed in this Journal, and seems to 
promise abundant material for our attention during the coming 
session. 

“My Lords and Gentlemen, 

“ The frequent occurrence of disagreements between employers 
of labour pa their workmen, causing much private suffering and 
public loss, and occasionally leading, as is alleged, to acts of out- 
rage and violence, has induced me to issue a Commission to in- 
quire into and report upon the organization of Trades’ Unions and 
other associations, whether of workmen or employers, with power 
*to suggest any improvement of the law for their mutual bene- 
fit.’ Application will be made to you for Parliamentary powers, 
which will be necessary to make this inquiry effective. 

“ A Bill will also be submitted to you for making better pro- 
vision for the arrangement of the affairs of railway companies 
which are unable to meet their engagements. 

“Measures will be submitted to you for improving the man- 
agement of sick and other poor in the metropolis, and for a re- 
distribution of some of the charges for relief Tenia. 

*€ Your attention will also be called to the amendment of the 
law of bankruptcy ; to the consolidation of the Courts of Pro- 
‘bate and Divorce and Admiralty ; and to the means of disposing, 
with greater despatch and frequency, of the increasing business 
in the Superior Courts of Common Law and at the Assizes. 

“The relations between landlord and tenant in Ireland have 
engaged my anxious attention, and a Bill will be laid before you 
which, without interfering with the rights of property, will offer 
direct encouragement to occupiers of land to improve their hold- 
ings, and provide a simple mode of obtaining compensation for 
permanent improvements. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
CURLING—On Jan. 28, at Horsham, Sussex, the wife of Henry Onslow 
Curling, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
DINELEY—On Jan. 1, at Richmond, the wife of George Giffard Dine- 
’ _ ley, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. i 
KINGDON—On Feb. 5, at 29, Marlborough-hill, St. John’s-wood, the 
wife of Paul A. Kingdon, Esq. Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
WILLIS—On Feb. 2,at Lee, Kent, the wife of William Willis, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 
FORSTER—On Feb. 3, the wife of R. W. Elliot Forster, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 


HOMEWOOD—FOOKS—On Feb. 5, at Dartford, Kent, William Henry 
Homewood, Esq., of Ufton Court, Tunstall, Kent, to Isabel Georgina, 

, Second daughter of William Cracroft Fooks, Esq., of the 3owman’s 
Lodge, Dartford Heath, Barrister-at-Law. 

STOKES—BUCHANAN—On Feb. 5, at St. George’s Church, Richard 
Stokes, Ksq.. of Drumcondra, Dublin, to Fanny, daughter of Robert 
Buchanan, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

WINTER—WATSON ~ On Jan. 30, at St. Mary Abbotts, Kensington, 
Charles Albert Winter, Solicitor, Canterbury, to Annie, youngest 
daughter of the late William Gordon Watson, Esq., of Edinburgh, 


DEATHS. 


BARTON—On Feb. 3, at 13, Ryder-street, St, James's, London, Ed- 
ward G, Barton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





DIXON—On Feb. 6, at Wimbledon, William Dixon, Esq., of No. 10» 
Bedford-row, London, Solicitor, in his 45th year. 

GRESHAM—On Jan. 29, at Warwick-road, Maida-hill West, Anna 
Maria, daughter of Wm. Gresham, Esq., Solicitor, of. Basinghall- 


street. 
KING—On Feb. 3, Elizabeth Graves, wife of William King, Esq., 
Solicitor, of No 1, Burnley-road, Stockwell, aged 61. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


EMtuding-up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fray, Feb. 1, 1867. 
Lim1tED In CHANCERY. 

Finance Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or before 
March 1, to send their names and addresses, and the i of 
their debts and claims, to Geo Scott, 2, Bond-ct, Walbrook. Mon- 
day, March !1 at 1, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims. 

Uninflammable Laundry Company (Limited).— Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
has ordered that the voluntary winding-up of this company be con- 
tinued. Voules, Gresham-st, Solicitor for the Petition. 

Tvxspay, Feb. 5, 1867. 
Lim1TED IN CHANCERY. 

Dining-Halls Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has ap- 
pointed Wednesday, Feb 13 at 12.30,at his chambers, to make a 
call on all the contributories of the company, and the liquidators 
propose that such call shall be for 4s. per share. 

Yelverton Villas Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Feb 5, directed to be h before V.C. Malins on Feb 15. 
Sole & Co, Aldermanbury, solicitors for the petiti s. 

Tylcha Wen Colliery Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, 
presented Feb 2, directed to be heard before V.C. Stuart on Feb 15. 
King & Plumber, Mitre-ct-chambers, Temple, solicitors for the peti- 


tioners. 

Imperial Land Credit Corporation (Limited).—Order to wind-up, 
made by V.C. Wood on Jan 26. Edmands & Mayhew, solicitors for 
the petitioner. 

Balmgate Silk Yarn Works (Limited).—Order to wind up, made by 
= —— of the Rolls on Jan 26. Edwards & Co, solicitors for the 

itioner. 

Granite and Hard Stone Working Company (Limited).—Creditors are 
required, on or before March 14, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Richard Davis, 14, 
Walbrook, official liquidator. Thursday, March 21 at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
J Fripay, Feb. 1, 1867. 
Hand of Friendship, Lord Nelson, Nelson-sq, Blackfriars-rd. Jan 22. 
Totnes Third Annuitant Society, Totnes, Devon. Jan 23. 
*, a Friendly Benefit Tontine Society, Gartside-st, Manch. 
‘an 28, 





d ’s Friendly Society, Mitre Hotel, Brynmawr, 





Tr 
Brecon, Jan 29. 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Fripay, Feb. 1, 1867. 
st Hy, Wilmot-sq, Bethnal-green,Gent. Feb 22. Alder o Lawless, 
R. 
Hamling v Perrin, V.C. Stuart. 
ohn, Lane Delph, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Publican . 
Hobson, Fredk, sen, Leeds, Newspaper Proprietor. 
son v Hobson, V.C. Stuart. 
Lane v Stewart, V.C. 
NS) t. 
Lewin, Thos, Regent-st, Westminster, Woollen Draper. 
Lioyd, Thos, Glasshouse-st, Regent-st, Warehouseman. March 8. 
Alsop v Downes, V.C. Stuart. 
v Burt, V.C. Wood. 
—— Rees, Dollellan, Llanfihangel, Yeroth, Carmarthen, Gent. 
Tusspar, Feb. 5, 1867. 
Conyers, Geo, Osset, York, Cloth Manufacturer, Feb 21. Wilby e Gart- 
Wood. 
Head, Jas, Devonport, Devon, Builder, March 14. Clark e Head, 
V. C, Stuart. 
. Malins. 
Hyde, Robt, Ashton-under Lyne, Lancaster, Surgeon. Feb27. Hyde 
Jones, Geo, Alton, Stafford, Esq. March 8. Jones r Gillard, V. C. 
Stuart. 
Morris, V. C. Malins, 
Swann, Joseph, Dorking, Surrey. March 1. Rose er Rowe, V. C. 
Stu 
Wilbraham, Roger, Hawarden, Flint, Gent. March 12. Jones e Wil- 
braham, ¥. C. Stuart. 


Last Day of Proof. 
Hamling, Jonas, Union-st, Lambeth-walk, Board Cutter. March 14. 
Bolton ve Dutton, M. R. 
March |. Batti- 
Lane, Hy Bowyer, Greenhill, Stafford. Feb 28. 
Feb 23. 
Lewin v Lewin, V.C. Malins. 
Sheldrake, Lucy, Queen’s-rd, Bayswater, Widow. Feb 19. Delfosse 
arch 4, Evans v Davies, V.C. Stuart. 
side, M. R. 
we ey Chavlotte-st, Fitzroy-sq. March 2. Frost e Frost, V.C. 
—_ Alfred, Dukinfield, Chester, Gent. Feb 27. Andrews » Hyde, 
-C 
v Gee, V. C. Malins. 
Payne, Fredk va, Pulborough, Sussex, Currier, March tl. Payne v 
art. 
Tarratt, Wm, Bedford, Esq. Feb 28. Tarratt e Tarratt, MLR. 
Wright, John, Sheffield, York. March 10, Cooke » Wright, V.C. 
Stuart. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, Feb, |, 1867, 
Berrett, Hy, Hampreston, Dorset, Farmer. April l. Hill, Salisbury, 
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Chambers, Mary Aun, Gt fy Sigal Chelsea. March 15. Wrent- 
more & Son, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Cook, Mary, Hayes Common, Kent, Widow. March 28. Briggs & 
Son, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Ellis, John, Lpool, Tailor. March1. Hull & Co, Lpool. 

Fielding, Emma, Brighton, Spinster. March 30. Rogers & Co, 

ermyn-s 
Fuller, John Proctor, Royal Mint-st, Tower-hill, Oilman. March 31. 


Mote, Watwick-ct, Gray’s-inn. 
Godwin, Hy, Durweston, Dorset, Brewer. April !. Hill, Salisbury. 
—- John, Finstall, Worcester, Gent. April 28. Simcox, 
irm 
Horne, Harriett, Arundel, Sussex, Spinster. March 10. Booty & Butt, 
Raymond-bldgs. 
Morgan, Mary, Sevenoaks, Kent, Spinster. March 12. MHolcroft & 
Knocker, Sevenoaks. : 
Norton, Daniel, Old Broad-st, Auctioneer. March 31. Paterson & 
Longman, Winchester-bldgs. 

Odell, Ann Penelope, De Beauvoir-sq, Kingsland, Spinster. March 31. 
Mote, Warwiek-ct. 

Penn, Thomas Gosling, Cofton Hackett, Worcester, Farmer. March 
1. Scott & Horton, Bromsgrove. 

Philipps, Vincent, Be Beauvoir-rd, Kingsland, Engraver. March 15. 
Roscoe & Hincks, King-st, Finsbury-sq. 

Smith, Hy Tyrwhitt. Arlington: st, Piccadilly, M.D. March 9. Fearon 
& Co, Gt George-st, Westminster. 

Weel. ae Church-pl, Kensal-green, Gent. April 6. Heath, Basing- 

-8 
TuEspay, Feb 5., 1867. 
a ate Suffolk-pl, Pall Mall, Esq. March 30. Brundrett & Co, 
emple 

Cotton, Wm, pepereemn, Essex Esq. April 15. Prideaux, Gold- 
smiths’ Hall. 

Dyke, Chas, Lyme Regis, Dorset, Tailor. April 1. Sharpe, Pelham- 
villas, Salisbury-rd, Dalston 

Ellis, John, Lpool, Tailor. March 1. Hull & Co, Lpool. 

Genge, Richd, Limington, Somerset, Gent. June 24. Slade, Yeovil. 

Hodgson, John, Wakefield, York, Publican. March 5. Dixon & Son, 
Wakefield. 

Linford, Geo, Brighton. March 25, King & Son, Brighton. 

Miles, Richd, Birm, Maltster. May 6. Foster, Birm. 

Parker, Sir Wm, Shenstone Lodge, Stafford, Bart. March 14. Phelps 
& Bennett, Red Lion-st. 

Robinson, Richd, Utkington, Chester, Farmer, March 20. Broadhurst, 
Nantwich. 

Taylor, Wm, Rothwell, York, Postmaster. May 1. Turner, Leeds. 


Waldron, Wm, Dodbrook, Devon, Carrier. Feb 25, Orton, Kings- 
bridge. 


Weeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farpay, Feb. 1, 1867. 
at Wm, Little Bardfield, Essex, Farmer. Janl4. Comp. Reg 
an 
Sagan. Hy, Nottingham, Cab Proprietor. Jan 19. Asst. Reg 
Jan 
Bennett, Je th Bridgwater, Somerset, Butcher. Jan 23. Comp. 


Bennet, Thos, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Jan 4, Asst. Reg 
es - Andrew, Carnaby-st, Regent-st, Tailor. Jan 22. Comp. 
a re Samal Fras, , Chancery-lane, Barrister-at-Law. Jan 22. Comp. 
Batt, Ct Chas, Watling-st, Timber Merchant. Jan 15. Comp. Reg 


Chorley, “Richd, Camberwell- “grove South, Coal Merchant. Jan 25. 
Asst. Reg Fe b 
a yd Compton-pl, Hackney, Tobacconist. Jan7. Comp. Reg 
Davies, Benj, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Currier. Jan 5. Asst. Reg 
an 
ae, +1 Naa Clapton-rd, Hackney, Builder. Jan 24. Asst, Reg 
an 30. 
Dawe, John, Rawmarsh, York, Tailor. Jan 2. Comp. Reg 
9. 
Dod, id Edwd, Finsbury-pl, Auctioneer, Jan 28. Comp, Reg 
Fairorothe, Eliz, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. Jan 24. Asst. Reg 


Fisher, a Walter, Bristol, Printer. Jan 16, Asst. Reg Feb 1, 
moO Spee, angenneens, » Gloucester, Plasterer. Jan 14, Comp. 
Hee feb 1” Westbromwich, Stafford, out of business. Jan8. Comp. 
Ball, “Chas Test, Hereford-rd, Bayswater, Wine Merehant. Jan 24. 
Comp. Reg Feb}. 
Heyman, Lewis, Lpool, Comm Agent. Jan29. Comp. Reg Feb 1. 
Hill, Fredk John, Chester, Confectioner. Jan 5. Asst. Reg Jan 31. 
Hill, John, Whitby, York, Butcher. Jan 3. Asst. Reg Jan 30. 
_— sap High-st, Camden-town, Draper. Jan 5. Asst. Reg 


Hitech. Chas, Spring: ter, Wandsworth-rd, China Dealer. Jan 25. Comp. 
uly hs Aad Faversham, Kent, Draper. Jan 1. Asst, Reg 
—— Thos, Pickering, York, Grocer. Jan 29. Comp. Reg 
— oy aia Accrington, Lancaster, Draper. Jan 8. Asst. 
Jones oS Cagebrook Mills, Clehonger, Hereford, Miller. Jan 1. Asst. 
ey" faa Shirley, Esher, Surrey, Esq. Jan 29. Comp. Reg 


Kirby, John, Oval, Hackney-rd. Jan 5, Comp. Reg Jan 31, 
Kirkby, a Ed wd, Lpool, Accountant. Jan 11, Kast, Reg Feb 1, 





—_—~ 
_—, Te a Cooper’s-ter, Peckham, Laundry Man. Jan3), Asi 


Lindwall, Bengt Magnus, Rotherhithe, Shipwright. Com 
Lindeope a aodndl Be porn a a 
ndrop, Wm Greenw: 0s Bevan, & John Vi 
Be 
ras Wm, chard-ter, onian-rd, Pian: 
Sauer Janill. Asst. Reg Jan 31. cst 
6 Wa, St Ann’s-rd, Brixton, Wheelwright. Jan 10. Comp. Reg 


ony By Joseph Arthur, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. Jan 5. Asst. Reg 
Milligan, Duncan, Bradford, York,Comm Agent. Jan ll. Asst, Reg: 


Moore, Thos, Lpool, Grocer. Jan 29. Comp. Reg Feb 1. 
Phillips, Abraham, Manch, Clothier. Jan7. Comp. Reg Jan 30, 
— John, Duke-st, St Stamford- st, Blackfriars, Rag Merchant, Jan. 
16. . Reg Fe 
'y, Lee-ter, Roman-rd, North Bow, Butcher. Jan 2%, 
Comp. Reg Jan 28. 
1, Cotton Salesman. Jan 15. Asst. Reg Jan3l, 
Rathbone, John, heffield, Builder. Jan 10. Asst. Reg Jan 30, 
Rawlins, Edwd, Birm, Stamper. Jan 25. Comp. Reg Jan 31. 
Ridgway, Baw. oS acaba South Lambeth, Cowkeeper. Jan23, 
omp. Reg Fe 
ag ong Wm, & Hy Bond, or st, Oakley-sq, Wholesale. 
Grocers. Jan 28. Comp. Reg Jan 
eT John, Wellington, Somerset, Tailor, Jan 3. Asst. Reg 
an 31 
Russell. Thos, Morland-st, Wells-st, South Hackney, Cheesemonger, 
Jan 15. Comp. Reg Jan 30. 
Sagar, Oates, Burnley, Lancaster, Draper, Jan 25. Asst. Reg Jan 30, 
— . Bernard, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Jan 26. Comp. Reg 
an 
Sanders, Jas, Birm, Tailor. Jan 23. Comp. Reg Jan 29. 
Senior, — Coedpoeth, Denbigh, Builder. Janl8, Asst. Reg 


Jan 
Shaw, john, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Janll. Asst, Reg 
eb |. 
Shelley, Robt, New Swindon, Wilts, Innkeeper. Jan 22. Comp. Reg 
1 


Jan 31. 

Smiles, Chas Fredk, Buckingham-st, Strand, Merchant. Jan 23, 
Comp. Reg Jan 30, 

Tilfourd, Geo, & Joseph Mitchell, a" Os ead Spring Manu- 
facturers. Jan 22. Inspectorship. Reg 

Tomkinson, = Hampstead-rd, Pianoforte Maker. Jan 24. Comp.. 
Reg Jan 29 

Tucker, Thos, jun, Water-st, Arundel-st, Strand, Lamp Maker, Jan 
22, Asst. Reg Jan 30. 

— Krozniski, Poultry, Merchant Tailor. Jan 23. Comp. Reg 

an 3 


Turspay, Feb. 5, 1867, 
Alliston, Walter, Seo, Northampton, Innkeeper, Jan 10, 
Asst. Reg Feb 5 
a, Thos Hy, Beaminster, Dorset, Draper. Jan 7. Asst. Reg 
Feb 2. 


Bailey, Geo, & Manasseh Bailey, Batley, York, Shoe Manufacturers 
Jan 15. Comp. g Feb5 

Bell, Wm, & Joseph Bell, Ola a Steam Thrashing-machine 
Owners. Jan7. Cony. Reg Feb 2 

Blackburn, Hy, & Joseph Blackburn, Bayhall, nr Huddersfield, Manu- 
facturers. Jan4. Asst. Reg Jan 3 

Bloomer, John, Walsall, Stafford, Seate. Jan 24, Comp. Reg 

Feb 

Boggis, ‘Geo, Ipswich, Suffolk, Draper. Jan 18. Comp. Reg Feb2 

Boulton, John, Stone, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. Jan 7. Asst, 
Reg Feb 2 , 

yy John, Newtown, Montgomery, Watchmaker. Jan 5. Asst. 
Reg ; 

—_ Wn, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fishmonger. Jan2l. Asst. Reg 


Feb I. 
oe, Thos Fredk, Sheffield, Surveyor, Jan 23, Comp, Reg 
5 
view gs Wa i, Calverley, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Jan 7. 
Asst. Re 
Cobeldick, Fun G Goawin-ter, Tredegar-rd, Bow, Builder. Jan 31. 
Comp. "Reg Fe b 5 
a Ellis, Manch, Provision Dealer. Jan 10. Asst. Reg 
Davis, Matthew, Rydon-st, Islington, Builder. Jan 21. Comp. Reg 
Feb 4. 
Day, David, Llantrissent, Glamorgan, Grocer. Jan 17. Asst. Reg 
Fel 


b 5. 
Deroussen, wean, Upper Baker-st, Regent’s-park, Hairdresser. Jan 
28. Comp. Reg Feb 4. 


Dinham, Isaac Thos, George-st, Euston-rd, Builder. Jan 26, Comp.- 


Reg Feb 4. 
Dore. Peter, Compton, Berks, Farmer. Jan2%. Asst. Reg Feb 1. 
mn 9 ig Gt St Helen’s, Comm Merchant. Jan9. Inspectorship. 
Reg Feb 
Breet, wo, “Carnarvon, Joiner. Jan 29. Asst. Reg Feb 2. 
Forster, Jas, Manch, Cotton Dealer. Feb 2. Comp. Reg Feb 4. 
Garner, John Ferris, Alverstoke, Southampton, Licensed Victualler, 
Jan il, Asst. Reg Feb 4. 
as Wh , Alfred, Blackburn, Lancaster, Auctioneer. Jan 23, Asst. Reg 


Harding, Wm, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Jan 7. Asst. Reg 


Heyworth, Lawrence, Manch, Merchant, Jan22, Asst. Reg Feb2 
Oe oe, Gorton, nr Manch, Cigar Dealer. Jan16. Comp. 
5 


Horsley Edwin Theodore, Birm, Ale Dealer. Jan 23. Asst. Reg 


2. 
Hn, shes, Thos, & Enoch Bennett, Fenstali, Stafford, Earthenware 
anufacturers, Jan5, Asst. Reg Fe’ 
Huntley, Forster Charleton, he 1 Timber Merchant. 
Jan 28. Inspectorship, Keg Feb 5 
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yarvis, Edwd Grundy, Itton, Monmouth, Farmer. Jan 5. Asst. Reg 


Jones, Edmd, & Wm Mnurcott Harding, Brownlow-st, Holborn, 
Licensed Victuallers. Jan9. Asst. Reg Feb 5. 
Lawrence, Jas Geo, Bread-st-hill, Printer. Jan 30. Comp. Reg 


se hee , Colin, Jarrow, Durham, Draper, Jan 14. Asst, Reg 
2. 

wiriow, Josiah, Coventry, Ribbon Manufacturer. Jan 29, Asst. Reg 

Marshallsay, Chas, Okeford Fitzpaine, Dorset, Farmer. Jan 5. Asst. 
Feb 2 


eb 2. 

auiee, John zeogees Henderson, Ledbury-rd, Bayswater. Jan 8. 
Reg Feb 5. 

ysvitte. John, sen, Blackburn, Lancaster, Draper. Jan5. Asst. 


Reg Feb 2. 
: Milroy, David Symmons, Walsall, Draper. Jan 29. Comp. Reg 


b 2. 
on John Duge, East Dereham, Norfolk, Brazier. Jan 29. Comp. 
Reg Feb 4. ren 
Malliner, Thos, Bolton, L ter, 
Richd Edmund, Moore-park-rd, Fulham, Smith. Jan 29, 
. Reg Feb 1. 
Penhallurick, Richd, Redruth, Cornwall, Travelling Draper. Jan 18. 
Asst. Reg Feb 4. 
Robinson, Jas, Manch, General Agent. Jan 23. Comp. Reg Feb 2. 
Galt, Thos, Birm, Coal Dealer. Jan 29. Asst. Reg Feb 5. 
Saxby, Mishaol, Chipstead, Kent, Farmer. Jan25. Asst. Reg Feb 5. 
Sharp, Sarah, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Lodging-house Keeper. Jan 25. 


Reg Feb 2. 
Slater, Ralph Coates, York, Cotton Manufacturer. Dec 5. Comp. 
b 4. 


Fe 
sont Robt Hackney-rd, Goldbeater. Jan8. Comp. Reg Feb 4. 
Spicer, Saml Samways, Evershot, Dorset, Innkeeper. Jan 8, Asst. 
t 2 


Reg Feb 2. 
Wm, Hackney-rd, Bethnal-green, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 28. 


Comp. Reg Feb 4. 
ons tia Kingston-upon-Hull, Tobacconist. Jan 16. Comp. 
Feb |. 
Stanton, Jas Shepherd Smith, Walworth-rd, China Dealer. 


Comp. Reg Feb 4 
$winnerton, Thos, Birm, Grocer. Jan 8. Comp. Reg Feb 4. 
Thompson, John Hy, Bilston, Stafford, Plumber. Jan 8. 


be Feb 2. 
Thwaites, John, West Hartlepool, Durham, Hatter. Jan 11. Asst. 
Reg Feb 2 


eb 2. 

Turner, Wm Hy, Oxford, Chymist. Jan 9. Comp. Reg Feb 2. 

Wallis, Saml Robison, Utterby, Lincoln, Shoemaker. Jan 26. Asst. 
Fi 


ker. Jan22. Comp. Rez 





Jan 7. 


Comp. 


eb 5. 
ous Robt Edmond Chester, Bury-st, St James’s, Esq. Feb 1. ° 


Comp. Reg Feb |. 
White Wm Hy, & Chas Walter Baker, Birm, Fender Makers. Jan 10. 
Asst. Reg Feb 1. 
Sankrupts. 
Frrpay, Feb, 1, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 
Barham, Jas Fredk, Watling-st, Stationer. Pet Jan 28. Feb 13 at 12. 
Merriman & Buckland, Queen-st, Cheapside. 
Booker, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Jan 29. Feb 20 atl. 
Clarke, St Mary’s sq. Paddington. E 2 
Boulton, Thos Alfred, The Circus, Greenwich, no business. Pet Jan 
3%, Feb 13atl. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 
Cockrell, Alfred, Upper Thames-st, Metal Dealer. Pet Jan 26. Feb 
lat2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. _ 
Chappell, Alfred John, Smith-st, Walworth, Compositor. Pet Jan 28, 
Feb 19at 1), Neale, Kennington-pk-rd. ‘ 
Cosgrove, John Geo, Dempsey-st, Mile-end, out of business, Pet Jan 
%. Feb 14 atl. Spencer, Cvieman-st. : 
Free, Geo, Rutland-rd, South Hackney, Commission Agent. Pet Jan 
2. Feb 13att. Bellamy, Union-¢t, Old Broad-st. 
Hobbs, Matilda, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 28 (for pau). 
Feb 19 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. : 
Jessup, Geo, Brunswick-st, Dover-rd, ous of business. Pet Jan 26. 
Febllat2. Hall, Coleman-st. 4 2 
Keller, Geo, Royal Mint-st, Whitechapel, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Jan 28, Feb 20 at 1. Bowker, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Kiff, Wm, Frederick-st, Caledonian-rd, out of business, Pet Jan 28, 
Feb'13 at 12. Godfrey, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Lansley, Wm. Esher, Surrey. Pet Jan 29. Feb 20 at 1, Munday, 
Essex-st, Strand. 
Tevett, Geo Alfred, Glo’ster-row, Walworth, Cheesemonger. Pet Jan 
%. Feb 20at12. Morrison, Ironmonger-lane. ; 
Mann, Alfred, Coleman-st-buildings, Moorgate-st, oul of business. 
Pet Jan 30. Feb 13.at1, Drake, Basinghall-st. ry 
Martin, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Jan 22. Feb 19 at 11, 
Murton, John, Colmar-st, Mile-end-rd, out of business. Pet Jan 29. 
Feb 13 at 12. Lewis & Watson, Pudding-lane. 
Norris, Jane Eliz Martha Poor, Croydon, Spinster. Pet Jan 28. Feb 
atil, Parry, Croydon. 
Osborn, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 30. Feb 13 at 1. 
Murrongh, Warwick-ct. 
Rese, Mary, Paradise-pl, Hackney, Widow. Pet Jan 29, Feb 19 at 
12. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Romball, Wm Joseph, Brentwood, Essex, Coachmaker. Pet Jan 18, 
Feb 13 at 12. Preston & Dorman, Basinghall-st. 
Scott, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 29 (for pau). Feb 
20 at 2. Mullens, St Paul’s-pl, Canonbury. 
land, Wm Hy, Inverness-pl, Plumstead, Waterman, Pot Jan 25, 
‘Lat l. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 
Wallis, Fredk, Westbourne-pk-crescent, Bayswater, Assistant Clerk. 
Feb 13 at 11. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 
Wrotham-rd, Camden- town, outof business, Pet Jan 
2%, Febi9at il, Porter, Coleman-st, 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Allen, Edwin, Radcliffe, Lancaster, Grocer, Pet Jan 29, 


Bury, Feb 
21atl0, Anderton, Bury. 
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Ambrose, Ellis, Manch, out of business. Pet Jan 29. Manch, Feb 14 
at 12, Slater & Barling, Manch. 

Andrew, Thos Barton, West Stretford, nr Manch, Commercial 
Traveller. Pet Jan29. Salford, Feb 16 at9.39. Gardner, Manch. 
Appleby, Wm, Newton Cap Bank, nr Bishop Auckland. Durham, 
Miner. Pet Jan 28. Bishop Auckland, Feb 14at10. Brignal, jun, 


Bishop Auckland. 

Armstrong, John, Manch, Tailor. Pet Jan 29. Manch, Feb 12 at 9.30. 
Smith & Boyer, Manch. 

Ashworth, Thos, Oldham, Lancaster, Stationer. Pet Jan28. Oldham, 
Feb 13 at 12. Richardson, Manch. 

Badcock, Chas, Morice Town, Stoke Damerell, Devon, Shipwright. 
Pet Jan26, East Stonéhouse, Feb 13 at 11. Robins, Plymouth. 

Bailey, Moses, Sheffield, Edge Tool Maker. PetJan20. Sheffield, Feb 
l4atl. Sugg, Sheffield. 

Bailey, Richd, Penrith, Cumberland, Chemist. Pet Jan 28. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Feb 15.at 12. Arnison, Penrith. 

Baxter, Thos, Brandon Saw Mill, nr Brancepath, Durham, Timber 
Merchant. Pet Jan 28, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Feb i3at 12. Brig- 
nall, jun, Bishop Auckland. 

Beck, Jane Moor-row, Cumberland, Spinster. Pet Jan 29. Whitehaven, 
Feb 12 at 1. Webster, Whitehaven. 

ery Arthur, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Jan21. Leeds, Feb 

at ll. 

Butterfield, Edwin, Leek, Stafford, Mining Surveyor. Pet Jan 28. 
Leeds, Feb 20 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Carter, Wm Hy, Norwich, Music Hall Proprietor. Pet Jan 29. Nor- 
wich, Feb 12 at 12. Sadd, Norwich. 

Clay, Job, Cotton, Stafford, Farmer. Pet Jan30. Cheadle, Feb8 at 
11. E.& A. Tennant, Hanley. 

Cleary, Wm, Bolton, Lancaster, Photographer. Adj Jan 25. Bolton, 
Feb !3at 10. Glover & Ramwell, Bolton. 

Cookson, Joseph, Nottingham, out of business. Pet Jan 29. Notting- 
ham, Marché at Il. Belk, Nottingham. 

Cooking, John, Birm, out of business. Pet Jan24. Birm, Feb 15 at 
10. Parry, Birm. 

Cotton, John, Hastings, Sussex. Blacksmith. Pet Jan 29. Hastings, 
Feb 16 at 11. Savery & Norris, Hastings. 

Crabtree, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Jan 16. Manch, 
Feb 18 at 3. Hartley, Burnley. 

Dawes, David, Birm, Retail Brewer. Pet Dec 27. Birm, Feb 19 at 10. 
Jackson, Westbromwich. 

Dixon, Wm, Stavely, Derby, Draper. Pet Jan29. Chesterfield, Feb 
19atll. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Downing, Joseph, Turnditch, Belper, Derby. Pet Jan 29. Birm, Feb 

l2atli. Moody, Derby. : 

7 Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Jan 16. Manch, Feb 

at 12. 

— Thos, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Jan2l. Leeds, Feb 11 
atll. 

Farmer, John Clements, Stafford, Brewer. Pet Dec 13. Birm, Feb 13 
ati2, Brough, Stafford. 

Gibbons, Fras, Chipping Wycombe, Buckingham, Spirit Merchant. 
Pet Jan 29. High Wycombe, Feb 18at 11. Prestage, High Wycombe. 

Griffiths, Wm, Horsley-heath, Tipton, Stafford, Scrap Iron Dealere 
Pet Jan 26. Dudley, Feb 16 at 12, Ebsworth, Wednesbury. 

Gunner, Geo, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Ironmonger. Pet Jan 28, 
Bromsgrove, Fed 13 at 10. East, Birm. 

Hare, Joseph, Leeds, Cloth Weaver. Pet Jan 28. Leeds, Feb l4at Il. 
Hopps, Leeds. 

Holsworth, John, Wells-next-the-Sea, Norfolk, out of business. Pe’ 
Jan 26. Little Walsingham, Feb 22 at 11.30. Loynes & Son, Wells- 
next-the- Sea. 

Haghes, Wm Hy, Westbromwich, Stafford, Coal Merchant. Pet Jan 
30. Birm, Feb 18 atl2. Bayley, Westbromwich. 

Jones, John, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. AdjJan 15. Salford, Feb 16 
at 9.30. Law, Manch. 

Kershaw, Wm, Little Gomersal, York, Manufacturer. Pet Jan 21. 


Leeds, Feb l4attl. Tennant & Rayner, Dewsbury. 

Kittle, Geo, Pontlottyn, Glamorgan, Baker. Pet Jan 30. Merthyr 
Tydfil, Feb ll atll, Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Lafbery, John, Chesterfield, Derby, Dealer in Spirits. Pet Jan 29, 
Chesterfield, Feb 19 at 11. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Leverton, Geo, Nottingham, out of business. Pet Jan 29. Notting- 
ham, March 6 at 11. Smith, Nottingham. 

Lord, John, & Edwd Lord, Settle, York, Carriers. Pet Jan 29. Leeds, 
Feb 18 at 11. Atkinsen, Settle, 

Maddocks, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Monmouth. Pet Jan 30. Bristol, 
Feb 13 at 11. Graham, Newport. 

Marshall, Geo, Darlington, Durham, Coachsmith, Pet Jan 28. Dar- 
lington, Feb 15 at 10, Webster, Darlington. ° 

Maurice, Isaac, Dudley, Worcester, Clerk. Pet Jan 26. 
14ati2. Lowe, Dudley. 

Morgan, Thos, Dinas, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. 
Bristol, Feb 13 at 11. Smith & Lewis, Merthyr. 

Murphie, Geo, Kingsbridge, Devon, Printer. Pet Jan 15. 
Feb 13 at 12. Fioud, Exeter. 

Payne, Chas, Langport, Somerset, Photographic Artist. Pet Jan 18. 
Exeter, Feb 15 at 12. Miller, Bristol. 

Payne, Josiah, Sheffield, Tobacconist, Pct Jan 30. Sheffield, Feb 13 
at}. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Peircy, Cornelius, Brighton, Builder. Pet Jan 25. Brighton, Feb 13 
atll. Mills, Brighton. € 

Perry, Jeremiah, Wavendon, Bucks, Baker. Pet Jan 30. Newport 
Pagnell, Feb 13 at 4. Conquest & Simpson, Bedford. 

Pratt, Walters Freak, Swindon, Wilts, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Jan 29. 
Bristol, Feb 13 at 11. Trenerry, Bristol. 

Rex, Wm, Portsea, Hants, Stonemason, Pet Jan 24. Portsmouth, 
Feb 15 at ll, White, Portsea, 

Roberts, Abraham, Bradford, York, Plamber. PetJan 29. Leeds, Feb 
Idatll, Bond & Barwick, Leeds. . 

Seaman, Cornelius John, Norwich, Broker. Pet Jan 30. Norwich, Feb 
12atll. Sadd, Norwich. b 

Saml, Ilkeston, Derby, Bootmaker. Pet Nov 28 Belper, Fe 

HM at2. Holt, Derby. j 

Smith, Joseph, Handsworth, Stafford, Cooper. PetJan29, B irm, Feb 
Satl0. Harrison, Birm, 


Dudley, Feb 
Pet Jan 28. 
Exeter, 
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as John Wm, Norwich, Baker. Pet Jan 30. Norwich, Feb 12 at 
Sadd, Norwich, 

me Robt, Southampton, out of business. Pet Jan 28. South- 
ampton, Feb 16 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Sturtridge, Jas, Lanivet, Cornwall, Cordwainer. Pet Jan 30, Exeter, 
Feb 13 at 1. Wallis, Bodmin. 

Thorpe, John, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Jan29. Sheffield, Feb 
13 atl. Roberts, Sheffield. 

Thurston, Robt, Newent, Gloucester, Beerseller. Pet Jan 19. 
cester, Feb 14 at 11. Taynton, Gloucester. 

Tong, Stephen, Boughton-under-the-Blean, Kent. General Dealer. 

Pet Jan 25, Faversham, Feb 13 at 4. Bathurst, Faversham. 

Walker, John, Allansford, Northumberland, Miller. Pet Jan 25. Shot- 
ley Bridge, Feb 12 at 11. Salkeld, Durham. 

Willi: as. — Birm, out ofbusiness, Pet Jan 23. Birm, Feb 15 at 


10, Parry, Birm. 
Tugspar, Feb. 5, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 
Barton, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb1 (for pau). Feb 
19 at 1. Munday, Basinghall-st. 
Batley, Richd, Park-villas East, Regent’s-park, Timber Valuer. Pet 
Jan3l. Feb 18 atl. Goatley, Bow-st. 
Brittle, Jas, Robert-ter, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Grocer. Pet Jan3!. Feb 
Pet Jan 30. Feb 


19at1. Wetherfield, Coleman-st. 
Belton, Thos, Wilson-st. Finsbury, House Agent. 
20 at2. Pitman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 
Blake, Geo, jun, Prisoner for Debt, London. PetFebl. Feb 27 at 12. 
Philp, Bucklersbury. 
Bowd, Jas, St John-st, Clerkenwell, Eating-house Keeper. Pet Feb 1. 
Feb 18 at 1. Porter, Coleman-st. 
Bradley, Thos Waldron, Knowle-rd, Brixton, Agent. PetFeb2. Feb 
18 at 12. . Hancock & Co, Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Callender, Wm Ormiston, Shaftesbury-rd, Hammersmith, Comm Mer- 
chant. Pet Jan3l. Feb 18 at 12. vill & Co, Throgmorton-st. 
Chapman, Jas, Western-villas, Ealing, out ofemployment. Pet Feb 2. 
Feb 18 st 2. Morison, Ironmonger-lane. 
Coote, Robt, Mount-ter, Lambeth, Musician. PetFeb1. Feb 27 at 
12, Filder, Basinghall-st. 
Croft, Geo, Brighton, Builder. Adj Oct 4. Feb 28 at 1. Lott & Rogers, 
Bow-lane, Cheapside. 
Farhall, Chas Waren, Manchester-bldgs, Westminster, out of employ- 
ment. Pet Jan 28, Feb 20at12. Mercer, Mincing-lane. 
Farrer, Thos, Dunstable, Bedford, Watchmaker. Pet Feb1. Feb 27 
at 12. Harrison & Co, Old Jewry. 
French, Jas Wm Geo, Ashton-st, Poplar, Baker. Pet Jan3l. Feb 18 
at ll. Holmes, Fenchurch-st. 
Geaussent, Edwd, Clarendon-pl, Euston-sq, Pianoforte Maker. Pet Feb 
1, Feb 18ati2. Bradley, Berners-st. 
oose, Edwin, Market-pl,; Bromell’s-rd, Clapham, Cheesemonger, 
Pet Jan 31. Feb 20 at 2, Pitman, Guildhall-chambers, Basing- 
all-st 
Hoole, Jas, Woolwich, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Jan 18. Feb 18 
at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Hopley, Wm Starr, Crown-ct. Old Broad-st, Discount Broker. Pet Feb 
1. Feb 18 at 12. Spyer & Son, Winchester House, Old Broad-st. 
Hoy, Thos, Haberdasher-st, Hoxton, Cabinet Maker. PetJan28. Feb 
20 at 12. Steadman, Mason’s-avenue, Coleman-st. 

Lemrez, Adolphe Thos, Love-lane, Shadwell, General Agent. Pet Jan 
26. Feb 18at2. Gole, Lime-st. 

Margetts, Harry Frank, ¢Regent Music Hall, Westminster, Licensed 
Victualler. Pet Jan30, Feb20at2. Jones, New-inn, Strand. 

Marsh, John. Thos, West-sq, Southwark, Bookseller’s Manager. Pet 
Feb 2. Feb 27 at1. Cridland, Linco!n’s-inn-fields, 

Mepham, Jas, Harrow-hill, Surrey, Grocer. Pet Jan 30. Feb 19 at 
12, White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Rovery, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan by (for pau). Feb 
27 at 12. Pitman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Ryley. Edwd Chas, Gt Prescott-st, Whitechapel” Solicitor. Pet Feb 1. 

oT at 11. Lawrance & Co, Ord Jewry-chambers. 

R.A, Benj Walwyn, Harrington-grove, Hornsey-rd, Cellarman. 
Pet Jan 28. Feb 19 atil. Smith & Son, Furnival's-inn. 

Stainforth, Arthur 2dwd, Malvern-villas, Kilburn, Gent. Pet Jan 29. 
Feb 19 at 12. Empson, Moorgate-st. 

Stephens, Wm Thos, Stanhope-ter, Bayswater-rd, Barman. Pet Jan 
30. Feb 19 at 12, Rodwell, Connaught-ter, Edgware-rd. 

Tweeddale, Wm Alex, Prisoner for De t, London. Pet Jan 31. Feb 
Is atl. "McDiarmid, Old Jewry-chambers. 

a Frede Jones, Brighton, Sussex, Glass Warehouseman. Pet 

Jan 29. Feb20 ati. Pulling, Adelaide-pl, London-bridge. 

Wallis, Thos, Harrow-rd, Paddington, Plumber. Pet Feb1. Feb 19 
atl. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq,! addington. 

Walker, Isaac, Rochester, Kent, Collector of Customs. Pet Jan 29. 
Feb 19 at il. Satchel, Queen-st, Cheapside. 

Williamson, Edwd Augustus, Pally hese onyy Greenwich,Gent. Pet Feb 
}, Feb 27 at 11. Harper, Philpot-lane. 

Woolnough, Constantine, Falkland, Kentish-town, Plumber. Pet 
Feb 2, Feb 19at2. Forbes, Bedford-row. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Arthy, Fredk Hy, Newport, Salop, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet Jan 3). 
Newport. Feb 16at 10. Walker, Wellingto oe 
Sage Jan 14, Derby, Feb 21 


Attneave, Hy Wm, Derby, Auctioneer. 
at1i2. Briggs, Derby. 
Babb, Jas, Taunton, Somerset, Retired Farmer. Pet Jan 31, Exeter, 
Feb 15 at 12, Brice, Taunton. 
Pet Jan 17. Derby, Feb 21 at 12. 


Banks, Geo, jun, Derby, Butcher. 
Briggs, Derb Toe 
ag John, ds, Milliner. Pet Jan 29. Leeds, Feb 28 at 12. 
Simpson, Leeds. 
Benns, Wm, Acle. Norfolk, Coal Seller. Pet Feb 2. Norwich, Feb 18 
at ll. Cory, Gt Yarmouth. 
Biddle, Richd, Birm, out of business. Pet Jan 31. Birm, Feb 15 at 10. 
m5 Dah Oenait ., 
Cardiff, Gi an a je 
tol, ae ee as 1h. eee ee en, PDE: Ret 
Bowring, Thos, Newport, Salop, Fshinonger. Pet Jan 29. Newport, 
Feb 14at 10. Smallwood, Newport. 


Glou- 





ssl 
——— Eli, emer Commercial Traveller. Pet Jan 30. Leeds, Feb 
2. Wa 8. 
Carte, Chas, Tecknall, Derby, Draper. Pet Jan3!. Birm, F 
Dewes, Ashby-de- la-Zoueh’ “ » Fob 19 att, 
— gti redk, Birm, Gunmaker. Pet Jan 31. Birm, Feb igat 
2. Woo 


Colley, Fras, Gardtiay, York, Bookseller. Pet Jan 29. Barnsley, Fey — 


16 at2. Hamer, Barneley. 
Cole, John, Dudley, Worcester, Tobacco Dealer. Pet Feb 1, Dudley, 


Feb 14 at 12. we, Dudley. 


Dawson, Edwd, Gloucester, Draper. Pet Jan29. Bristol, Feb lat ll, 
Ashurst & Co, Old Jew: tol 
Evans, Alfred, Stone, Stafford, Bricklayer. Pet Jan 31. Stone, Febig 


an 11. . athoe Wi cton, kc ion 

runwe) os, Weeton, York, Corn Miller, Pet Feb 4. Leeds, 

18 at ML. Walker, Feb 

Harris, Thos, Bath. Reanorest, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb1. Bath 
Feb 18 at1l. Wilton, Bath. . 

Hull, John, Melbourne, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 16 (for 

pau). Derby, Feb 21 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

Hatohings, Geo, Bideford, Devon, Joiner. Pet Feb 2. Bideford, Feb 
20 at il. Small, Bideford. 

Kane, John, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Cooper. Pet Jan 31. White. 
haven, Feb 19 at 10. Mason, Whitehaven, 

Kelson, Jas, Canterbury, Surveyor. Adj Jan 15 (for pau). Canter. 
bury, Feb 15 at 12. 

Kendrick, Robt, Mostyn, Flint, Grocer. Pet Feb 1. Holywell, Feb 19) 
at ll. Davie-, Holywell. 

King, John, Colchester, Essex, Mail Contractor. Pet Jan 29, Cole 
chester, Feb 16 at 11.30. Jones, Colchester, 

ey Joseph, Lepton, York, Weaver. Pet Jan 11, Huddersfield, 
Feb i8 at 10. Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Loraine, Hy, Leeds, Comedian, Pet Feb 4. Leeds, Feb 18 at lt, 
Blackburn & Son, Leeds, 

Martindale, Joseph, Stanhope, Durham, Butcher. Pet Jan 30. Wol- 
singham, Feb 20 at 10, Dolphin, Wolsingham. 

McKay, John, Nantwich, Chester, Draper. Pet Dec 27. Lpool, Feb 25. 
ati2, Haigh & Deane, Lpool. 

Morgan, Thos Edwd. Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Mariner. Pet Jan 
29, Gravesend, Feb 15 at 11. Outred, Gravesend. 

Morris, Joseph, Hulme, ae, Beorseller. Pet Jan 31. Salford, 
Feb ‘6 at 9.30, Law, Manch 

Osler, Arthur, yng Cornwall, Grocer. Pet Feb 2. Exeter, Feb 15 
at12. Pitts, Exete 

Parry, John, Llawewes, Denbigh. PetJan 19. Llanrwst, Feb 16 at 12.. 


Williams, Llandudno. 

Perch, Jas, Plaxtol, Wrotham, Kent, Beershop Keeper. ‘Pet Jan 30,. 
Sevenoaks, Feb 15 atl. Fowke, James-st, Adelphi. 

Samuel, Allen, Sawston, Cambridge, Baker. Pet Feb 2. Cambridge, 
Feb 23 at 12. Whitehead, Cambridge. 

Shaw, Joe, Huddersfield, York, Solae. Pet Jan 19. Huddersfield, 
Feb 18 at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 

Shepherd, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pet Jan 28 (for pau). Manch,. 
Feb 26 at 9.30. Nuttall, Manch. 

Street, John, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Pet Jan 31 (for pau). Manch, 
Feb 26 at 9.30. Lew, Manch. 

Trenery, Richd, St Mary’s, me Islands, Labourer. Pet Jan 30.. 
Penzance, Feb 16 at 1c. Boyns, Penzance, 

Turner Alfred Wm, Brockmoor, Stafford, Miner. Pet Feb 1. Stour- 
bridge, Feb 18 at 10. Collis, Stourbrid; ge. 

Turley, John, Cinder-hill, Sedgley. Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet 
Fed |. Dudley, Feb 14.at 12, Stokes, Dudl ey. 

Walker, Edwd, er for Debt,Derby. Pet Jan 19. Derby, Feb 21 
at 12. Leech, Der' 

ba at Wm, Leeds, , Pet Feb1. Leeds, Feb 28 at 12. Walker,. 

Watson, Alex, Parton, Cumberland, Engine Fitter. Pet Feb 1. White- 
haven, Feb 19 at 10. Webster, Whitehaven. 

Pridham, Arthur Wellesley, Plymouth, Devon, Private Tator. Pet Feb 
1, Exeter. Feb2! at 12,30. Fioud, Exeter. 

Wee, we, jan, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Oct 17. Manch,. 
Feb 19at1 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, Feb, 1, 1867. 

Carton, Thos Wm, Forest-hill, Kent, Builder. Jan 28, 

Slater, Ralph, Coates, York, Cotton Manufacturer. Jan 21. 

Worm, Jas, Ireland-yd, Doctors’-commons. Jan 25, 

Tvuespay, Feb. 5, 1867, 

Appleton, Hy, Bristol, Fly Proprietor. 

Gale, Hy, West Banbury, Devon. Jan 24. 

Secourable, Victor, Old-st, St Luke’s. Jan 3 

Wilhelms, Krozniski, Wellington-ter, St- EO Merchant. 

Tailor. Jan 30, 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
87, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
Is for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life- 
nterests, or other adequate securities, 
, Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following. 
orm :— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. @,, whether for a term certain, or by: 
annual or other pa; ts) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or builds 
ings, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the- 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


PuvurosaL ror LoAN on Mortaaces. 





“Feb. 9, 1862. ‘THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


347 








—— 

-DOROUGH OF LIVERPOOL, To Wit.—John 
Bridge Aspinall, Esq., Recorder. 

« ~The Court of Quarter Sessions for the Peace of the Borough will 
“pe held in the Assize Courts, St. George’s Hall, in the said Borough, 
-on Thursday, the 14th day of February instant, at Ten o’clock in the 

enoon. WRIGHT, Clerk of the Peace. 
Clerk of the Peace’s Office, Liverpool, Ist February, 1867. 


OROUGH OF LEEDS.—Gentlemen wishing to 
apply for the OFFICE of TOWN CLERK of Leeds are requested 
-to send their Applications and Testimonials to the Town Clerk’s Office on 
or before the 7th day of February next. The gentleman appointed will 
be reguired to devote the whole of his time to the duties of his office. 
“The salary will be £1,000 net per annum, the Council paying his clerks 
and all other expenses of his office. Further particulars to be had from 

the Deputy Town Clerk. 

By order of the Council, 
JAMES WARDELL, Deputy Town Clerk. 
Leeds, 25th January, 1867. 


OROUGH OF LEEDS.—Notice is hereby given, 
that the time for sending in applications for the office of Town 
Clerk of this Borough is extended from the 7th instant to the Ist day of 
March next. By order, 
JAMES WARDELL, Deputy Town Clerk. 
Leeds, 7th February, 1867. 











AW.—Clerk wanted, to prepare Costs, Legacy 
and Succession Duty Accounts, &c., &c., and to keep the 
Accounts of a Partnership Firm in the country. One who has 
salready been so employed preferred,—Apply to 0. S., Post-office, 
Swindon. Age, salary, and reference to be given. 
An Engrossing and Copying Clerk also wanted by the above. 


SOLICITOR, aged 28, having acted as Managing 

Clerk since his admission in 1862, desires an engagement in a 
Country Conveyancing Office, with prospect of Partnership or otherwise ; 
-or to join a gentleman of energy commencing business.—Iora, D. Webb, 
Esq., Solicitor, 59, Carey-street, W.C. 


i LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
held at the LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY LANE. 
This Society will meet on Tuesday next, the 12th instant, for the 
-discussion of Jurisprudential Question No. 151. 
W. H. LLOYD, Secretary. 








Law Institution. 





Third Edition, 1s. 6d., post free, 


QUALISATION and DIMINUTION of the 
POOR RATE. By STANDISH GROVE GRADY, Author of “The 
Law of Fixtures and Dilapidations, Ecclesiastical and Lay.” 
WItpy anv Sons. 





“London Gazette” (published by authority) and London and Country 
Advertisement Office, No, 119, Chancery-lane, Fleet Strect. 


ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 
‘hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement 
‘only required, and the strictest car2 and promptitude assured. 


HAT IS YOUR CREST AND MOTTO ?— 

Send name and county to Culleton’s Heraldic Office, with 3s. 6d. 

for plain sketch; in heraldic colours, 6s, The arms of man and wife 

blended. The proper colours for servants’ livery. Family pedigrees 

traced. Culleton’s book of family crests and mottoes, 4,000 engravings, 

printed in colours, £10 103s. The Manual of Heraldry, 490 engravings, 

3s, 6d.; crest engraved on seals, rings, and dies, 7s. 6d.; book plate 

engraved with arms, 2!s.—T. Cotnstoy, Genealogist, 25, Cranbourne- 
“street, corner of St. Martin’s-lane. 


_Spggeaelyeng EMBOSSING PRESSES, 21s., for 


Stamping Paper with Crest, Monogram, or Address, Anyone can 
‘use them.—25, Cranbourne-street, 


OOK-PLATES Engraved with Arms and Crest, 21s. 

Livery-button Dies, 2 gs. Crest on silver spoons or foaks, 5s. per 

dozen; Crest on seals or steel dies, 7s. 6d. Desk Seals with engraved 
crest or monogram, 12s.—I. CoLteron, 25, Cranbourne-street. 


QUIRE OF PAPER, 3s., Stamped with Monogram ; 

100 Envelopes, 1s. 6d. No charge for engraving Steel Die with 
‘Monogram, Crest, or Address, if an order be given for a Ream of very 
best paper and 500 Envelopes, all Stamped, for 2is., or P.O. order. 
Monograms designed, 1s.—25, Cranbourne-stre.t. 


ULLETON’S VISITING CARD.—A copper-plate 
engraved and 50 superfine Cards printed fur 2s,; post-free, 2s. 3d. 
—25, Cranbourne-street, 


te alt : 
ULLETON’S PLATES for MARKING LINEN. 

The most permanent way of marking Linen with Crest, Monogram, 

or Name, Anyone can use them. Initial Plate,ls ; Name Plate, 2s. 6d. ; 
Set of Moveable Numbers, 2s. Gd.; Crest, 5s.; with directions, post-free 
forcash or stamps. By T. CoLtkron, Seal Engraver to her Majesty and 
Diesinker to the Board of ‘Trade, 25, Cranbourne-street (corner of St. 
‘Martin’s-lane), W.0, 




















— 





O SOLICITORS.—OFFICE-FOR PATENTS, 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C. 
Messrs. Davies & Hunt procure British and Foreign Patents, &c., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicitors at agency rates. 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their “ Handbook 
for Inventors,’’ gratis on application or by letter. 


18s. per des. TARRAGONES. 
BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 
Post Orders on Vere Street. 
CHARLES WARD AND 
WINE MERCHANTS, 
MAYFAIR, W., LONDON. 


18s. per doz, TARRAGON ES. per doz. 18s. 
LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King’s, 
424.44. 4.. 2.3. 4...46 6 

110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 
115 0 


1 





per doz. 18s 


SON, 





Table Forks, per doz...... 
Dessert ditto ..ccccccccce 
Table Spoons .....esseeee 
Dessert ditto ....ccccseee 
Tea Spoons .......+e00022 O12 OandO 1s 0 

Every Article for the Table asin Silrer. 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 


RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. Gd. setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. «he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., lés., and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, $s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pure 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, ani 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
ban ogg for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage freo 
per rail. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, £36, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


YO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders ebove £2 sent carriage free, 


1 0 Oand! 10 0 
110 Oandl1 18 0 
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A Sample Tea Spoon fo 








YHE SMOKER’S BONBON effectually removes 
the Taste and Sme!l of Tobacco from the Mouth and Breath, and 
renders Smoking agreeable and safe. It is very pl tand whol 
Prepared by a patent process, from the recipe of an eminent physician, 
by SCHOOLING & Co., Wholesale Confectioners, Bethnal-green, London, 
in Sixpenny and Shilling boxes; post free, 7 and 14 stamps.—Sold by 
Chemists, Tobacconists, &c. 


W ASTE PAPER (1,000 tons) Wanted, for manu- 
facturing purposes. Cash on delivery.—At G. Deacun’s, Three 
Cups-yard, Bedford-row, Holborn, W.C. 


LAW PRINTING. 
ATES AND ALEXANDER, 
Law anp Pustic Companies Painters, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages 
their Office affords for the execution of every description of Printing. 
They invite orders for— 

PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, 
Aad all Legal Documents. 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Companies, 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Aucti 's’ Catalogues, Posters, &c, 


BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR Casi, 


PER 4s, 6d. PAGE, 

A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 

PRICE IF PUT To ACCOUNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies. 
8 pages.........£2 28, Os. £2 38, 6d. £2 4s. Gd. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 














50 Copies. 
£2 6s. 6d, 
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LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY. 


ESTABLISHED 











1836. 





SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,875,000, IN 37,500 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 


PAID-UP CAPITAL, £750,000. 


RESERVE FUND, £250,000. 








Directors. 


NATHANIEL ALEXANDER; Esa. 

JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esa. 
THOMAS TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esa. 
PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Ese. 

JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esa. 
COLES CHILD, Esa. 


HUGH C. E. CHILDERS, Ese., M.P. 
JOHN FLEMING, Esa. 

EDWARD W. T. HAMILTON, Esa., M.P. 
FREDERICK HARRISON, Esa. 
WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esa. 
WILLIAM NICOL, Esa. 


General Manager—WILLIAM McKEWAN, Eso. 
Chief Inspector—W. J. NORFOLK, Esa. 
Assistant General Manager—WILLIAM HOWARD, Esa. 
Chief Accountant—JAMES GRAY, Esa. 
Inspectors of Branches—H. J. LEMON, Esa., and C. SHERRING, Esa. 
Secretary—F. CLAPPISON, Esa. 


Heap OrricE—21, LOMBARD STREET. 





At the ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the Proprietors, held on Thursday, the Tth February, 1867, at the London 


Tavern, Bishopsgate Street, the following Report for the year ending the 31st December, 1866, was read by the 
Secretary. Huau C, E. CHILDERS, Esq., M.P., in the Chair. 





REPORT. 


The Directors, in submitting to the Proprietors the balance-sheet of the Bank for the half-year ending the 3lst December last, have the pleasure 
tereport that, after paying all charges and interest to customers, and making ample provision for bad and doubtful debts, the net profits amount to 
£101,998 15s. This, added to £17,468 16s. 6d., brought forward from the last account, produces a total cf £119,467 lls. 6d, 


They recommend the payment of the usual Dividend of 6 per cent., together with a Bonus of 8 per cent., for the half-year, both free of income 


tax, which will absorb £105,000, and leave £14,467 11s, 6d. to be carried forward to Profit and Loss New Account. The Dividend for the whole year 
1866 will thus be 25 per cent, 


At the meeting in February, 1866, it was intimated to the Proprietors that the Directors proposed to increase the capital of the Bank, and at the 
meeting in August, 1866, the Proprietors, by a resolution, adopted the recommendation of the Directors. It will be proposed to act upon this resoliton 
(which will require formal confirmation, by the issue of 12,500 new shares, to be offered pro rata amongst the Proprietors as they appeared on the- 


register on the 4th instant, the date when the transfer books of the Company were closed, such shares to be issued at the price of £40 each, beinga 
premium of £20 per share. 





The Directors have to the reti t of Edward J. Hutchins, Esq., and William Lee, Esq., M.P., from the direction, and the election of 
Hugh C. E. Childers, Esq., M.P., and Edward W. T. Hamilton, Esq, M.P., in their stead. 


The Directors retiring by rotation are—Nathaniel Alexander, Esq., Thomas Tyringham Bernard, Esq., and William Nicol, Esq., who, being” 
eligible, offer themselves for re-election. 


There is a vacancy in the auditorship, through the disqualification of Mr. Robert Escombe, and it is in the power of the meeting to fill this up. 


The dividend and bonus (together £2 16s. pershare), free of income-tax, will be payable at the head office, or at any of the branches, on and 
after Monday, the 18th instant. 





BALANCE SHEET of the London and County Banking Company, 31st December, 1866. 


Dr. Cr. 
By Cash on hand at Head Office, and £ 4. d. £ 5, 4. 
Branches +++ 1,767,383 3.3 
By Cash placed at Call and at notice .... 734,056 3 7 
—— 2,501,439 6 10° 


695,953 0 6 
1 


To Capital paid up .-c+ee. 
To Reserve Fund .occcecccccccscccccccceccccoccesceces 
To Amount due by the Bank for Custo- 
mers’ Balances, &c. ....e0++++412,057,000 12 8 
To Liabilities on Acceptances...... 1,580,761 9 2 
——— 13,637,762 1 10 


17,468 16 6 


Investments, viz.— 
By Government and Guaranteed Stocks. 


By Other Stocks and Securities ........ 
To Profit and Loss Balance brought 


from last Account ...++. . 
To Gross Profit for the Half-year, 
after making provision for 
Bad and Doubtful Debts ...... 


By Discounted Bills, and advances to Customers in Town 

and Country ....seeeeeee ° cesses eeeetl 306,492 2 8 
By Freehold Pretnises in Lombard. street and Nicholas- 

lane, Freehold and Leasehold Property at the 

Branches, with Fixtures and Fittings ...sseeese+« 176,813 12 8 
By Interest paid to Customers .....+sssessceccceescece 277 5 I 
By Salaries and all other Expenses at Head Office and 

Branches, including Income Tax on Profits, and 


OS ser eeeeaneerereerereresseeesenseeeeeee 


319,957 14 9 


337,426 11 3 


99,813 1 9 


e—__—— 


£14,975,188 13 





£14,975,188 13 1 
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Profit and Loss Account. 


Dr. i 
To Interest paid to CustOMers ..cesesesecsecserseceees £93,277 5 11 | By Balance brought forward from last Account ........ anaes 6 
To Expenses, AS ADOVE .seeseee-seeeereee 11 9 | By Gross Profit for the Half-year, after making pro- 

To Rebate on Bills not due, carried to New Account.... vision for Bad and Doubtful Debts .......eceseee 319,957 1459 
To Dividend of 6 per Cent. for the Half-year .....+.++ 0 

To Bonus of 8 per Cent. ......sseeee-e 4 0 
To Balance carried forward .....ssesecevees 14,467 11 6 


£337,426 11 3 £537,426 11 3. 
We, the undersigned, have examined the foregoing Balance Sheet, and have found the same to be correct. 


: WILLIAM NORMAN 
(Signed) R.H.SWAINE. } Auditors, 


eee eeereseee 


London and County Bank, Jan. 31, 1867. 





The foregoing Report having been read by the Secretary, the following Resolutions were proposed, and unanimously adopted :— 
1, That the Report be received and adopted, and printed for the use of the Shareholders. 


2, That a Dividend of 6 per cent., together with a Bonus of 8 per cent., both free of income tax, be declared for the half-year ending 31st- 
December, 1866, payable on and after Monday, the 18th inst., and that the balance of £14,467 11s, 6d., be carried forward to Profit and 
Loss New Account, 

3. That WruttaM Nicot, Esq., be re-elected a Director of this Company. That Taomas TratncHam Bernapp, Esq., be re-elected a Director of 
this Company. That NaTHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esq., be re-elected a Director of this Company. 

4, That Wruttam Norman and Ricuarp Hinds Swatne, Esqs., be elected Auditors for the current year. 

5, That Farpertck Francis, Esq., be elected an Auditor for the current year, 

6, That the thanks of this Meeting be given tothe Board of Directors for the able manner in which they bave conducted the affuirs of the Company, 

7. That the thanks of this Meeting be presented to Witt1am Norman and R. H. Swarnz, Esqs., the Auditors of the Company, for their services 
during the past year. 

8. That the thanks of the Meeting be presented to Witttsm McKewan, Esq., and to the principal and other Officers of the Bank, for the zeal 
and ability with which they have discharged their respective duties. 

(Signed) HUGH C. E. CHILDERS, Chairman. 


The Chairman having quitted the Chair, it was resolved, and carried unanimously— 
4, That the cordial thanks of this Meeting be presented to Huca C. E, Cuitpens, Esq., M.P., for his able and courteous conduct in the Chair. 
(Signed) W. CHAMPION JONES, Deputy-Chairman. 


Extracted from the Minutes. (Signed) F. CLAPPISON, Secretary. 





ONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY.—NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a DIVIDEND 
4 on the Capital Stock of the Company, at the rate of Six per cent., for the half-year ending 3lst December, 1866, with a BONUS of Eight per 
eent., will be PAID to the Proprietors either at the Head Office, 21, Lombard-street, or at any of the Company's Branch Banks, on and after MONDAY, 
the 18th instant. By order of the Board, 
21, Lombard-street, Feb, 8, 1867. W. McKEWAN, General Manager. 





Now ready, price, plain Is. 6d., adhesive 23. Now ready, in | vol., pp. 208, price 7s. 


78. 6d. 
OTANDA, No. 1, for 1867. By TENISON A TREATISE on the LOCUS STANDI of PETI- 


TIONERS against PRIVATE BILLS in PARLIAMENT. Second 
which 41 are from the Weekly Reporter and Law Times, and not re- | Edition,containing Reports of cases decided in the last session, by 
ported in the Law Reports or Law Journal of 1866, James Mellor Smethurst, Esq, of Trinity College, Cambridge, M.A., 
Subscribers are requested to take notice that the numbers cannot be | and of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. “ The general design of 
forwarded unless the subscription be paid for the current year. the work is clear and simple, and its arrangement makes iteasy of 
Yearly subscription, plain, and indexes..............00000 gina £015 0 reference.”— The Law Journal. “A careful, attentive, and skilful 
adhesive ... 015 0 digest of the decisions.”*—Solicitors’ Journal. 
Notanda Digest, from December, 1862, to November, 1866. Stevens & Haynes, !1, Bell-yard, Tempie Bar. 
cm Tete, a Michaelmas Term, 1865, to Michael wis -é THE GREAT LIBEL CASE. . 
*,* New e:itions of ‘I'ext- books ure now referred to as well as the pre- Ds. HUNTER v. “P ALL-MALL GAZETTE. 
vious editions. Now ready, price 5s., pp. 404. 
Srevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, W.C. A VERBATIM REPORT of the MEDICAL 
3 mi EVIDENCE of Dr. Williams, Dr. Risdon Bennett, Dr. Orlando 
Now complete, in 2 vols. 8vo, price £4 4s., cloth. Markham, Dr. George Johnson, Dr. Cotton, Dr. Richard Quain, and Dr. 
DANIELL'S CHANCERY PRACTICE. | Odling, showing tieir Opinions on the Nature, Causes, and Cure of Con- 
HE PRACTICE of the HIGH COURT of CHAN- sumption. Also, as Supplementary, the DEATH TABLES of ENGLAND- 
CERY; with some Observations on the Pleadings in that Court, | 2nd WALES, compiled from Official Returns, showing the number of 
By the late EDMUND ROBERT DANIELL, Barrister-at-Law. Fourth | Deaths from Diseases of the Respiratory Organs in the years 1838 to 1864. 


Edition, with considerabie Additions, incorporating the Statutes, Orders, | With explanatory remarks by Dr. Hunter. the plaintiff. 
and Cases to the present time; and Braithwaite’s Record and Writ | London: C. Mrrcnext & Co., 12 & 13, Red Lion-court, Fleet-street, E.C 


Practice. Together with References to a companion volume of Forms 
and Precedents, By LEONARD FIELD and EDWARD CLENNELL THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 
edhe a assisted by JOHN BIDDLE, of the Master of VERY requisite under the above Act supplied on. 
oe enema Sons,-No, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn, E the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
ine ‘! : . for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
Just published, price 10s. 6d in the proper form for registration = distribution. Paper ne CER- 
7 a7 f » - ’ é , 1 “ 1 i da. 3 < SE i 
SUCCINCT TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD |S) ucdunaeaucia eee 
ACTS. The practical working and effect thereof, and the mode Companies Fee Stamps. 
4 procedure under the same for cffecting enfranchisement. By {euee ASH & FLINT, 
UDDON, of the fel a eg tg ll Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
. ° .  saghe street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


EDWARDS, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Containing 132 Notes, of 
































OLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING (Three Methods), In one volume, crown 8vo., price 3s. 

S by G. J. KAIN, F.S.S. ( ) A TREATISE ON 'THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
Kain's Triple Column System, 8th Edition, #s. DOMICIL, Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Ka'n's Single and Double Column Systems (ia one volume), 7s. 6d. Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., of 
Kain’s Rental System (bound up with each of the above). Lincoln’s-inn, Burrister-at-Law. 

Fax, Spannow, Witt, & Co., Law Accountants, 69, Chancery-lane, London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 
WC.; Warertow & Sons, London-wall, and through all Booksellers. 

aaa BY ROYAL COMMAND. 


Just published, Second Edition, price 33. METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN, 

VIE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some OSEPH GILLOTT respectfully directs the atten- 

- account of its History and Development in the Decisions of the | ef tion of the Commercial Public, and of all who use Steel Pens, to 

Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln's, | the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quality of 

fon. Warrister-at-Law, London. Material, Easy Action, and Great Durability, will ensure universal pre- 
‘Lam indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd | ference. 

Who has collected al! the authorities on this subject.’—V. C. Woop, in They can be obtained, retail, of every dealer in the world; wholesale 

Andrew vy, Bassett, March 4. at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; 91, Jolin-street, New York, 

London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C, and at 37, Gracechurch-street, London, 
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LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY. 


FSTABLISHED 1836. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,875,000, IN 37,500 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL, £750,000. RESERVE FOND, £250,000. 


DIRECTORS. 
‘NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esa. JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esq. | JOHN FLEMING, Esq. 





3¢] 
JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esq. H. C. E. CHILDERS, Esq., M.P. FREDERICK HARRISON, Esq. 
‘THOS. TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esq. COLES CHILD, Esq. WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esq, 
‘PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Esq. WILLIAM NICOL, Esq. 


8. 
Pp, P., BLYTH, Esq. J. W. BURMESTER, Esq. W. CHAMPION JONES, Esq. 
Auditors. 
WILLIAM NORMAN, Esq. RICHARD H. SWAINE, Esq. 
General Manager. 
WILLIAM McKEWAN, Esq. 

Chief Inspector. Assistant General Manager. Chief Accountant 
W. J. NORFOLK, Esq. WILLIAM HOWARD, Esq. JAMES GRAY, Esq. 
Inspectors of Branches. | Solicitors. 

H. J, LEMON, Esq., and C. SHERRING, Esq. Messrs. WILKINSON & Co. 
Secretary. 

F. CLAPPISON, Esq. 


HEAD OFFICE, 21, LomBarp STREET. 
HOLBORN BRANCH, 324 and 325, High Holborn. 


THE LONDON AND COUNTY BANK OPENS DRAWING ACCOUNTS with Commercial Houses and Private Individuals, either upon the 

plan usually adopted by other Bankers, or by charging a small Commission to those persons to whom it may not be convenient to sustain an agreed 
nt balance. 

Per NEPOSIT ACCOUNTS.—Deposit Receipts are issued for sams of Money placed on these Accounts, and Interest is allowed for such periods and 
at such rates as may be agreed upon, reference being had to the state of the Money Market. 

CIRCULAR NOTES AND LETTERS OF CREDIT are issued, payable in the principal Cities and Towns of the Continent, in Austratia, Canada, 
India, and China, the United States, and elsewhere. 

THE PURCHASE AND SALE OF GOVERNMENT and other STOCKS, of English or Foreign Shares, effected, and the Dividends, Annuities, 
&c., received for Customers of the Bank. 

GREAT FACILITIES are also afforded to the Customers of the Bank for the Receipt of Money from the Towns where the Company has 
B 


ranches. 
THE OFFICERS OF THE BANK are bound not to disclose the transactions of any of its Customers. 
By Order of the Directors, 
W. M‘KEWAN, General Manager 


NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND, 


BISHOPSGATE STREET, corner or THREADNEEDLE STREET. 


The Directors beg to give notice, that the following BRANCHES of this Establishment are NOW OPEN for the 
transaction of Banking Business:— 


St. James’s Branch, at No. 14, Waterloo Place, Pall Mall. 
Marylebone Branch, at No. 28, Baker Street. Islington Branch, at No. 173, Upper Street. 


ATKINSON } Joint General Manager. 


NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND 


(ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1888). 


OPENED for the transaction of Banking Business in LONDON, on the 10th JANUARY, 1866, at the 
HEAD Orrice, BISHOPSGATE STREET, CorneR OF THREADNEEDLE STREET. 




















SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £2,100,000. | PAID-UP CAPITAL, £1,080,000. RESERVED FUND, £236,012 4s. 
NUMBER OF SHAREHOLDERS . . . . 1,905 


THE NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND 
Having numerous branches ‘in England and Wales, as well as agents and correspondents at home and abroad, affords great 
facilities to parties transacting banking business with it in London. 
Customers keeping accounts with the Bank in town may have moneys paid to their credit at its various Branches, and 
remitted free of charge. : 
CURRENT ACCOUNTS are conducted at the Head Office and London Branches on the usual terms of London 





Banks. 

DEPOSITS at INTEREST are received of sums ot £10 and upwards, for which receipts are granted, called 
Deposit Receipts, and Interest is allowed according to the value of money, from time to time, as advertised by the 
Bank in the Newspapers. 

The AGENCY of COUNTRY and FOREIGN BANKS, whether joint-stock or private, is undertaken. 

o PURCHASES ant SALES are effected in all British and Foreign Stocks; and Dividends, Annuities, &c., received for 
-Castomers, 

CIRCULAR NOTES are now ready for issue and can be obtained on application. 

The OFFICERS of the BANK are bound to secrecy as regards the transactions of its Customers, 

COPIES of the 33rd ANNUAL REPORT of the Bank, Lists of Shareholders, Branches, Agents, and Correspondents, may 
be had on application at the Head Office, and at the Branches. 

By order of the Directors, 


A. ROBERTSON ; 
E, ATKINSON, > + Joint General Managers. 
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